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Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, leading 
the witness, taking him down—counsel is describing where 
he was. 

Mr. Moore: He has told beforehand, Mr. Examiner, :he 
direction in which he was coming and I was trying to fnd 
out the locaton so that I can place the testimony, that | is, 
the place where this witness saw them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Crossing the Conemaugh River on the 
John Street bridge, that is known as the Little Conemaugh. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, will you tell us what you saw 
with reference to what was going on in John Street 

6526 and at the Iron Street gate as you first got ii|ito 
position where you could see John Street at the 

bridge? 

Mr. Rose: When was this? 

Mr. Moore: That is, if anything was going on, of course. 

Mr. Rose: When was it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When he got there. 

The Witness: When we first got in position to see the 
bridge? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Yes? A. And John Street? 

Q. Yes. A. We noticed a crowd collected on the sidewalk 
of the bridge and at the corner of John Street and Cone¬ 
maugh Street or that portion of the street that is soijie- 
times known as Boulevard. 

As we entered the bridge driveway we seen nothing, I no 
person excepting several parked cars along the west sjde 
of John Street between the bridge and the Iron Strleet 
gate, until at about the northern end of the bridge we seen 
Officer Krise running across the street somewhere close to 
the building, bent low to the street with his night stick 
in his right hand, bare-headed, his left arm swinging free 
and apparently his hair dishevelled and apparently dis¬ 
colored by w’hat we later knew* was blood. 

6527 At that time, of course, we could not tell jiist 
what it was. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike that out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, go ahead, what did you do? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, how far were you 
from Officer Krise when vou first saw him? 
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The Witness: A distance of 25 to 30 feet. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Go ahead, what did you do as you 
saw him? A. Officer Krise ran in between two cars going 
in a westerly direction. We stopped our car, Officer Reed 
was driving. I got out the right side and seen nobody on 
that side of the street, rounded the back of the car and 
followed Officer Krise through the same course between 
the same two cars onto the sidewalk. 

Officer Krise had turned left on the sidewalk and gone 
towards the bridge. 

Immediately on my reaching the sidewalk I seen the 
flash and heard the report of a gun shot. I proceeded on 
in the direction of Officer Krise, the direction that Officer 
Krise had taken and come upon him about a distance of 
twelve, fifteen feet on the walkway of the bridge, close to 
the superstructure. He was— 

6528 Q. You mean by that, he was about 12 or 15 feet 
from the superstructure of the east end of the 
bridge? A. I refer to the superstructure as that rounded 
portion. 

Q. Yes. A. That goes up over the top. 

Q. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As long as you have inter¬ 
rupted—would you read back the previous answer of the 
Sergeant, not the one in response to the pending question, 
but the previous one. 

(The reporter repeated the last tw’o questions and an¬ 
swers as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, what I was trying to do, De¬ 
tective, was to place Officer Krise at that particular time, 
I understood you that he was ten or fifteen feet, fifteen 
or twenty feet from where? A. From the north— 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, can’t we have the testimony 
of the witness? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Probably it would be helpful. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am trying, simply asking the wit¬ 
ness if he will tell me where, with reference to the bridge, 
Officer Krise was, that doesn’t seem to me to be a leading 
question. I am trying to save time. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Most leading quest 
0529 save time, there is no question about that. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I will strike the question, then— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us in a little bit more 
detail where Officer Krise was at that particular time? A. 
As I came to him? 

Q. Yes, as you went through? A. He was on the walkway 
of the bridge, the western walkway of the bridge, parallel 
with the superstructure on one knee with which he was 
holding a man. 

The other knee, the foot placed, the right knee, with the 
foot placed flat on the side walk, a kneeling position [and 
holding another position with his left hand by the foot.] 

The other person making some feeble struggles toltrv 
to get away. 

Mr. Bose: I object to the “try to get away.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

6530 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, as you Cijtrne 
across, as you came across the bridge, the sidewalk 

to -which you referred was on which side of the street, the 
left hand or the right hand? A. In going toward the gate, 
the Iron Street gate from John Street, is on the left side 
of the street, that side closer to the Stone Bridge and on 
the side at which the Point Stadium is. 

Q. Now, as you passed between the cars and came up 
to Officer Krise, on the sidewalk, how far was he from the 
end of the bridge, or the superstructure that you referred 
to? A. Twelve to fifteen feet. 

Q. Well, now, will you go ahead please and describe all 
you saw and did. A. As I approached the spot where Of¬ 
ficer Krise and the two men were, a crowd was proceeding 
forward towards Officer Krise on the walkway of the brid|ge, 
many stones, other missiles were flying quite lively across 
the sidewalks pass me and on past Officer Krise, and the 
other men, and, as I arrived at them, Officer Krise fired a 
shot into this oncoming crowd of men, about, I would sjay, 
knee-high, he fired from a croaehing position with his left 
knee on the one man and the other foot front in this manner. 

I 

I 

6531 (The witness indicated.) 

He fired the shot and immediatey the crowd stopped 

and sort of backed back. I says, “Don’t fire no more, D^)c, 
they are moving back.” 
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He says, “Let’s take one of these fellows, let’s get them 
out of here. 

I said, “All right, you take one, I will take the other,’’ 
and we did that, we dragged them to the end of the bridge, 
that is where the superstructure comes down onto the street 
proper. 

Q. On which side of the street, the same side you were 
on or the other side? A. On the same side, we did not 
cross the street. When I say dragged, I don’t mean that 
we just grabbed hold of them by the hair of the head. 

Mr. Rose: Oh, I object to this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us what you did. 

The Witness: We took them under the arms, resting a 
portion of the body against ours, we dragged their feet, 
over to the bridge. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you go ahead? Then you— 
A. The stones continued to come and while we were drag¬ 
ging these men over, I called to Officer Reed to bring up 
the gas guns. 1 hollered for him, because he was under 
instructions not to leave the car. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

(>532 Mr. Moore: This is an officer, Mr. Examiner, who 
is trying to explain what his instructions were and 
how they were being carried out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. Tell us 
what you did. 

The Witness: And hollered for Officer Reed to bring 
up the gas gun, I took the men, with Officer Krise and had 
them on the sidewalk. Officer Reed brought up the gas gun, 
the crowd was again pressing forward in the direction in 
which we were and I instructed Officer Reed to let them 
have a shot of gas, which he did. 

The crowd then gave way some and continued throwing 
more stones and other missiles in our direction. I says, 
“Let them have more, John. It is our job to clear the 
streets,’’ and at that instance Detective Helsel came up 
and he and Officer Reed both fired a gas shot at the crowd. 
The crowd went back on— 

6533 Q. That is another, it was the third, or another 
gas shot fired by Officer Reed? A. There was a third 
shot fired. The crowd went back onto what is known as 
Oonemaugh Street, or the part of the Boulevard, and from 
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there more stones and more articles came across the river 
in our direction. I again instructed Officer Reed to br^ak 
them up. He fired a long range gas shell in the back of 
that crowd. It hit the wall of the Point Stadium and ex¬ 
ploded, and the crowd started going in the direction of 
Cambria City, down the Boulevard. 

Other officers came up in the meantime and I instructed 
them to get the patrol, learned that the patrol was out. A 
passing motorist came by, while Officer Krise and myself 
were trying to care for the two injured men and Officer 
Krise himself, who was bloody all about the head, and he 
says, “Officer, I will take you to the hospital or to a doc¬ 
tor.” 


Mr. Rose: 1 object to this, Mr. Examiner, I don’t see 
how it has any bearing or any materiality. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: And, I says, “Go ahead, Doc, you go 
to the hospital with him, we will get these fellows to "he 
hospital.” 

Officer Krise stepped in the car and proceeded 
6534 to the hospital: not able to get the patrol, 1 in¬ 
structed Detective Christian, who had come up to 
get his car, which is known as Xo. 4— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike that out, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: —cruiser— 

Trial Examiner Boom: It may stand. 

The Witness: He got his car, brought it up to that spot 
immediately opposite on the street where we had the two 
men, and we put the two men in a car and they were Ac¬ 
companied by Detective Helsel, Christian, and Officer Jack 
Thomas. 

1 told them to take them to the Lee Hospital, that being 
the closest hospital. In the meantime, or while we wqre 
waiting for the car to come up, that car was parked sodie- 
w’here about the corner on Iron Street, and another group 
of men assembled in the street known as River Avenue, 
just across the end of the bridgeway from where we were 
at. and some stones and other articles was thrown over 
there and I instructed them to fire another gas shell and rid 
the street of that crowd. 

Officer Helsel fired a gas shell at that crowd and thjey 
dispersed. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) That crowd was at that time in what 
street or avenue? A. Known as River Avenue, it paral¬ 
lels the river. 

6535 Q. That is on the northerly or easterly side? A. 

Yes, 

Q. Of Little Conemaugh? A. Yes, the northeastern end 
of the bridge. 

Q. You spoke about Officer Reed and your instructions 
to him to get the gas gun. Where was the gas gun at that 
time? A. In the car that we used in our regular perform¬ 
ance of our job. 

Q. What, in substance, if any, had you previously given 
to him—what instructions had you previously given to him 
regarding the use of the gas gun? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to as irrelevant, immateriaL 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) How large, about, was the crowd 
that came across the bridge or was coming across the 
Bridge at the time you and Officer Krise were taking the 
two men onto the end of the bridge? A. I 'would estimate 
it at 250 to 300. 

Q. Were they throwing stones— 

Mr. Rose: Objected— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) —at you— 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr.— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) —and the other officers? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner, as imma- 

6536 terial, incompetent. How can he testify to that? 

Mr. Moore: He knows whether stones were being 
thrown at him or not. 

Mr. Rose: He can tell us which direction the stones 
were going with reference to himself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you see any one throw a 
stone at you? 

The Witness: Directly at me. I couldn’t say, but they 
throwed them in our direction where we were at, passed 
me, and several of the smaller ones struck me about the 
feet, not enough to cause any injury, though, but— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) They were coming from the direc¬ 
tion of the bridge? A. They were coming from the di¬ 
rection which the crowd was assembled. 
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Q. Were any missiles other than stones thrown ? A. Ifes, 
as we crossed the bridge, there was something dropped on 
our car that sounded, we couldn’t tell, of course, wha; it 
was, it sounded like shale. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, he said he 
didn’t know what it was. 

The Witness: We could hear the sound on the car, that 
is all, somebody throwing a handfull of shale. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, I object to it, Mr. Exhm- 

6537 iner, he couldn’t see it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know* what was 

thrown ? 

The Witness: 1 couldn’t tell what was thrown, the 
street was littered afterwards, the only way we could have 
to see, know what was thrown, have any idea what it was, 
to see what was on the street, there was different things 
could make that noise. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike out the answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What was on the street? A. Small 
shale or little pieces of concrete, I don’t know what they 
call it, cinders of some sort, large tacks, used as roofing 
material or for shingling, or something of that sort. 

Q. Roofing nails? A. Yes, half bricks, portions of bricks, 
other stones. 

Q. Now, the stones, how- large were those that you saw? 
A. Well, some of them that I seen about the streets were as 
big as my fist, they rated from that on down to pebbles. 

Q. Did any of the stones pass you as you were approach¬ 
ing the place where Officer Krise was when you first reached 
him? 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, I think he has 
gone over it. 

6538 Trial Examiner Bloom: He has told us that once, 
I will sustain the objection. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Reporter, do you have Respondents' 
Exhibit 54 here? 

Mr. Shawe: 1 believe they are there on the table, Mr. 
Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Thank you. 

(The reporter gave Mr. Moore the exhibit requested.)! 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) You spoke of roofing nails, Detec¬ 
tive. Will you look at the contents of the envelope which 
I hand you, which is Respondents’ Exhibit 54, and tell me 
if those are the kind of nails to which you referred? A. 
They are. 

Q. You notice there is a tack in that envelope also? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Did vou see anv tacks like that on the street? A. 
Yes. 

Q. When you were there? A. There were tacks of that 
sort there. 

Q. Were there many of them ? A. Quite a number. 

Q. Were there many of the nails on the street? A. Quite 
a lot, I made no effort to collect them at that time. 

6539 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Who were the other officers, 
that is the other members of the police department 

who were there at the Iron Street gate or on the bridge, 
the general locality while you were there? 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me. do you mean other than himself? 
Mr. Moore: I used the word “other”, Mr. Examiner. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Detective John Reed, Detective Milton 
Helsel, plainclothesman Samuel Christian, Patrolman 
John Thomas and part of the time two members of the 
State police were within a few feet of this place. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did the State police or the two 
members of the State police take any action as far as you 
could observe? A. They did not. 

Q. Now you stated that you and Detective Reed were 
together, with the other officers whom you have named 
there when you got there, that is when you got there, did 
they come after you got there? A. They came after we 
got there. 

Q. I mean by that— A. To that spot. 

Q. I mean by that, of course, to the vicinity of the Iron 
Street gate. A. To the bridge. 

6540 Q. Do you mean by that then that they came down 
to the place at the end of the bridge after you got 

there, or what do you mean ? A. Yes, they came to the end 
of the bridge, to the. spot where we had these two injured 
men and Officer Krise— 
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Q. What was the condition of the atmosphere at the 
general vicinity of the bridge, on the bridge and on I|ron 
Street, at the time you were there? 

At the time you were talking, that is after you had but 
the two injured men into the car and had sent them away. 
A. The first was, of course the odor of tear gas was vpry 
apparent, there was a little, there was little if any iair 
moving. 

Q. Did the tear gas still have effect, was it effective or 
had its effectiveness all disappeared? A. The effectiveness 
was still there. Some of the effectiveness was still there, it 
was able to be gone through, walked th rough without caus¬ 
ing any serious stoppage of your way, it would cause your 
eyes to water somewhat. 

Q. How long did you stay at the Iron Street gate or in 
that Tron Street gate or in that general vicinity after you 
had sent the two men who were injured to the hospital? 

A. A matter of two or three minutes. 

6541 Q. While you were in the vicinity of the John 
Street bridge, on John Street, was more than one 
long range gas shell fired, if you know? A. To my knowl¬ 
edge only two were fired. 

Q. And those you say went in what direction? A. In the 
direction of tin* Point Stadium about midway along that 
section known as the left field bleachers. 

Q. Why did you instruct that gas shells be shot off, :he 
long range shells, be used and shot off in that direction, if 
you did give such an order. 

Mr. Rose: Objected to. Mr. Examiner, in the first place 
there is nothing to show that he did give such instructions 
and in the second place it is immaterial and incompetent, 
what difference does it make. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, he has shown that the £as 
was fired pursuant to his instructions. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think the testimony shows that every 
gas shell fired there was pursuant to his instructions. 

Mr. Moore: Well, T think that that is rather a sillv bb- 

' f i 

jeetion, Mr. Examiner, when you have a a riot with offi¬ 
cers in charge trying to do their duty and protect life ^nd 
property, to make an objection like that, it seems to a 
little sort of unreasonable. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

6542 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Prior to the time that you 
sent Officer Krise to the hospital, had Officer Krise 

said anything to you regarding the two men who were in¬ 
jured ? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, he has 
already testified to that. 

Mr. Moore: All it asks is a yes or no answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer that ques¬ 
tion. 

The Witness: Merely— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t tell us what he said, just 
tell us whether he said anything, yes or no. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As Mr. Moore suggested. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, what did he say to you? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner, as incompetent, 
irrelevant and immaterial. 

6543 Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, you remember 
when Mr. Krise was on the stand we were dealing 

with this phase of the thing as to arrests and so on and 
you objected, or you sustained an objection to Officer Krise 
describing what was done. 

I want to show what was done and why it was done. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, when the Board was put¬ 
ting in its case I limited the Board rather strictly and 
rather severely to what was done. I said then and I say 
now that the reason why these things were done can be 
judged from the actions rather than from what these people 
sav about whv thev did it. 

« • mf 

These witnesses can tell us what they did, but their 
analysis of why they did all these things can be determined 
by the Board rather than by the witnesses themselves, 
that was the procedure I followed when the Board put in 
its case and I am going to follow the same procedure with 
respondents. 

Objection sustained. 

Mr. Moore: Well, may I just say one word, I tried to 
express it before you ruled? Well, while that may be true 
as to some circumstances, some events, when you were 
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dealing with an officer of the law acting in line of duty, 
it does not seem to me that it is true. He is in a position 
where he is required to act and sometimes tases 

6544 very severe, serious actions, and he is called upon 
therefore to justify his actions. I think it is very 

material. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is a question of what he did 
and not why he may have done it, so much. At any rate I 
can show you in the record, Mr. Moore, hundreds of objec¬ 
tions made by yourself to similar questions put by the 
Board. I sustained, well, I would say, with 100 per cent, 
unanimity all of those objections. 

I am not going to make an exception at this time in fajror 
of the respondents. 

Mr. Moore* 1 won’t put you to the trouble of pointing 
these out to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will be very glad to point them 
out to you, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: I can only say I don’t remember. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will be glad to point out those. 
Mr. Moore: Hearsay evidence of all kinds was admitted 
over my objections and to say that you admitted them in 
many cases to show mental attitude, that is you said you 
admitted them to show mental attitude— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I have heard hearsay 
evidence all week concerning attitude, yon stated yourself 
in the record that the purpose of all this testimony con¬ 
cerning threats is not to prove any facts, you sjpe- 

6545 cificallv disclaimed any such intention. It is meitely 
to prove a state of attitude. I have made no differ¬ 
ence between the kind of proof adduced on behalf of the 
Board and by respondents in that respect. 

Mr. Moore: Well. T am offering this for the same pur¬ 
pose now. 

6546 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is a limit and 
I think the limit has been reached. It is my candid 

opinion, at this time, that the respondents this week have 


put in as much, if not more, hearsay evidence than 


the 


Board did in the entire time of its presentation of the case. 


Mr. Moore: Well, that is all right, we will deal with 
record that wav when it becomes necessarv. I think 


the 

we 
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have not put in any evidence that has not been admissible 
under the ordinary rules of evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I have admitted it as 
such, but at the same time, since you have commented on 
the fact that so much hearsay evidence went into the rec¬ 
ord, I want to say, and I do say, that I think more has 
been put in by the respondents than the Board did in its 
entire presentation of the case. 

One reason for that was, I think, that you objected rather 
strenuously to a great many questions. The objections 
were well taken and I sustained them, but when the Board 
makes the same objection I am going to sustain the objec¬ 
tions also. 

Mr. Moore: Well, 1 think it should go without saying, 
that while all lawyers may make mistakes in asking 

6547 questions, I don't intend to ask improper questions 
or intend to ask leading questions, except when I 

think I can save time without improperly suggesting any¬ 
thing to the mind of the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Every lawyer that asks a lead¬ 
ing question always justifies it by stating that he wants to 
save time. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) At the time when you and Officer 
Krise dragged the two injured men to the end of the bridge, 
were they under arrest ! A. They were. 

Q. Who had placed them under arrest ! A. Officer Krise. 

Q. Did Officer Krise turn them over to you when he left, 
you to take care of the men? A. I took charge of them. 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I took charge of both men as Officer Krise 
left to go to the hospital. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was that in accordance with his re¬ 
quest? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner, that is getting 
into the conversation that I objected to. 

Mr. Moore: All right, I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) During the strike, did you 

6548 pass the Cambria City gate regularly through the 
day? A. I did. 

Q. Can you give me any idea as to about how many times 
you had passed that gate during the day, or would pass 
during the day? A. A dozen. 
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Q. You saw pickets at that gate as you passed? 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you? A. I did. 

Mr. Rose: Can’t we find out what the witness saw? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the damage is done,| go 
ahead, let the answer stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us whether or not ^ou 
saw crowds at the gate as vou passed or as vou were the^e? 
A. T did. 

Q. What streets would you pass over or avenues leav¬ 
ing the John Street bridge and going on by the gate, the 
Cambria Street gate? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to as immaterial and incompetent, 
Mr. Examiner, what difference does it make? 

Mr. Examiner: Well, I want, Mr. Examiner, to place ob¬ 
jects or persons and I can only do it by getting a 

6549 right-hand or a left-hand or an easterly or a west¬ 
erly side, and I want to place it on a street. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am going to state for 
the record right now that since the beginning of this case 
I have been requesting the assembled counsel to put in a 
large scale map of the city of Johnstown showing the m|ills 
and streets, and none of the attorneys have done it. So I 
have a map here, I don’t have any one that I can put it in 
through, but I am going to try to get hold of Mr. Wilson, 
the City Engineer, and get an intelligent description of 
the layout of the plant and the streets. I think it would be 
helpful in the record. I know, because I have tried to read 
the last few days’ record and I find considerable difficulty 
in the placing of the various points. 

I notice some of the witnesses will refer apparently to 
the same things and use different or probably local terpis 
and I think it would be exceedingly helpful if we did hLve 
a really coherent picture some place in the record of i;he 
layout of the plant. I think Mr. Wilson— 

6550 Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, I think I should 
say that I sympathize with your position. I, myself, 

have had considerable difficulty in understanding the geo¬ 
graphy, so to speak, of Johnstown and the property of 
the Bethlehem Steel Company and the gates, but the only 
map that I could get of any reasonable size has beep a 
small pamphlet map like the one T have in my hand. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I have one, a rather large 
one here, which some one furnished me very kindly. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I have the same. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am going to speak to Mr. 
Wilson whom I understand is still the city engineer. He 
prepared this map that I have in my hand and I am sure— 

Mr. Moore: I have the same thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And it might be possible that 
he could come over here and give us a running comment 
and then we could put that in evidence and have the var¬ 
ious witnesses refer to the exhibit, T think that would be 
very helpful. 

Mr. Moore: Well, now— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you want to go ahead and 
ask this witness a question, go ahead. Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

6551 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us whether or 
not the Cambria Street gate, to which you referred, has 
any other common name, Cambria City gate has any other 
name? A. Yes, it is known as Mr. Examiner has said, 
colloquially as the lower Cambria Works gate, it is known 
as the Cambria City Bridge gate, known as the McConaghv 
Street Bridge gate, they had different names, terms. 

Q. Is it also known as the Center Street gate? A. Center 
Street gate. 

Mr. Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That will explain some of my 
difficulties in trying to read the record, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: 1 think it has been referred to as the Front 
Street gate in the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness just said that it 
is also referred to as the lower works gate. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When you referred to the lower 
works, to follow it up, to what part of the plant or plants 
of the Bethlehem Steel Company do you refer? A. That 
known as the lower Cambria works. 

Q. What is known as the lower Cambria works, but I 
think some of the witnesses referred to the lower 

6552 works. 
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What do you understand that term means, the 
lower works? A. Well, if I were working, if I were work¬ 
ing and some one would tell me they were making repairs 
in the lower works, I would consider that portion of the 
mill that sets between the Pennsylvania Railroad, the 
Conemaugh River, Minersville and Rosedale, it takes j in 
several blast furnaces, they have Bessemer Steel plaint, 
machine shop and years ago there was a rail mill anc} a 
beam mill in there, 1 don’t know just what is in there at 
the present time. I do know that the Bessemer plant is 
there, because it can be seen as you yjass by on the boule¬ 
vard. 

Q. Tell me whether or not 1 am correct in my under¬ 
standing, when we speak of the lower works, we mean 
those plants of Bethlehem Steel Company that are in the 
west end, so to speak ? A. With the exception of that part 
known as the Wire Mill, the Wire Mill is still further w est 
than the plant that is commonly known as lower west. 

Q. Is that true of the Rosedale coke plant as well, far¬ 
ther west? A. The Rosedale coke plant, I would say, is 
further west and somewhat northerly in an opposite direc¬ 
tion from the Wire Mill. 

Q. Now, then, going back to where we were, start- 
(1553 ing from the John Street bridge, or from the Point 
Stadium, anywhere in that general vicinity, ajid 
going west, down to and by a shop by the Cambria City 
gate over what streets or avenues or boulevards do you 
pass? A. Starting from the John Street bridge, we would 
pass Conemaugh Street, across the Stony Creek River ahd 
what is known as the Point Bridge, and turn right on to 
what is known as the boulevard, follow it on down until 
the, a street known as Branch Street, from there on it is 
usually termed, that is a continuation of the boulevard is 
usually termed Front Street. That passes directly in 
front of the bridge way leading over to the plant and it 
follows clean down around the river until it just simply 
peters out down in back of Fourth Avenue, somewhere.| 

Q. On what street or avenue is the entrance of the Caijn- 
bria City plant or the Cambria City gate? A. The bridge 
to the Cambria City gate abuts on what is known as Fropt 
Street or a continuation of the boulevard. 
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6554 Q. What kind of a bridge is that? A. It is a steel 
structural bridge with a wooden flooring about eight 

or nine or maybe ten foot in width, it has a railing along 
both sides, foot bridge would be the usual term. 

Q. Footbridge? A. Yes, it is not suitable for passing of 
any vehicles. 

Q. How long has that bridge been there, if you know, 
about? 

Mr. Rose: I object—excuse me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Several months after the flood of 1936, I 
don’t know the exact date of its completion. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Prior to the flood, what kind of a 
bridge was there at that point? A. There was a usual 
roadway bridge of about 30 foot in width, in years past 
street cars and all vehicular traffic coming from the west 
end up to town used, before the building of the boulevard 
on the opposite side of the river. 

Q. Now, when there was the regular bridge, bridge for 
regular traffic, automobiles, carriages, etc., at that point, 
that is, prior to the flood, 1936—on which side of the river 
was the entrance to the Cambria City gate? 

6555 Mr. Rose: Well, Mr. Examiner, I don’t like to in¬ 
terrupt, but I don’t know whether we really need all 

this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It will only take a few minutes, 
go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: I only have a few questions, I think you will 
see the point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, some years from the time that the 
roadway on the side that the, in which the mill is located, 
was turned over and the boulevard was completed, the en¬ 
trance to Bethlehem was by that roadway bridge, that is, 
the entrance to Bethlehem plant, there was some arrange¬ 
ment with the city whereby it was turned over to them. 
Of course, vehicles could pass over it, but they would only 
go into the plant, and their watch boxes were situated im¬ 
mediately at the end of the bridge opposite from the boule¬ 
vard. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is on wffiich side, the easterly 
side of the river or the westerly side of the river? A. The 
watch box was situated on the easterly side. 
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Q. Now, then, as you go down Front Street, on which sjide 
of the road is the entrance to the Cambria City gate, to y<jmr 
right or your left? A. It is on the right side, eastern 

6556 side of the road and extending from the western side 
of the river, the river bank. 

Q. Now, you tell us that you saw pickets there as 
you went by the gate. Were there pickets there on many 
of the trips that you went by, or only a few or only one, or 
what? A. There was quite a number at all times wheiji I 
passed there, especially during those hours immediately 
preceding what we knew was the change of times, say, from, 
oh, two o’clock in the afternoon until 3:30, a quarter of 
four, and then again from the neighborhood of ten o’clock 
at night until eleven-thirty and, close to twelve o’clock, th^re 
was always quite a large assemblage of pickets there. 

I didn’t have occasion to visit that, except very rarely 
in the morning turns. My visits were mostly during the 
afternoon and evening shifts. 

Q. Well, now, where were the pickets with reference to 
Front Street, when you were there? A. There is a sort of 
a funnel shape pathway built from the edge of the street 
up to the bridge proper. It is wider, as you leave tne 
street and narrows down to the size of the bridge. Th^se 
pickets were in that funnel shaped territory immediately 
in front of the bridge proper. 

6557 Q. That is, on the river side of Front Street? A. 
River side of Front Street. 

Q. When you were there, where were the crowds, if there 
were crowds? A. The crowds was across the street extend¬ 
ing down from—extending some short distance down M[c- 
Conaghy Street and dowm Front Street in the direction ^>f 
Broad, that is, in a westerly direction, and up Front Street 
in the direction of the Point, about a gas station is situated 
there. 

Q. Were there police officers there in the general vicinity 
of the gate? A. There was. 

Q. Now, will you tell us how the, as you were there a^d 
observed what was going on, how the pickets were acting, 
what they vrere doing? A. Well, at first there were just, th£y 
were just assembled in little groups of four or five inter¬ 
mingled together in front of there and practically closed tpe 
area-way for any person walking through. 
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Mr. Rose: I object to that and move to strike the answer, 
it is a conclusion. He can state where they were with refer¬ 
ence to the gateway or something. 

Mr. Moore: Why, Mr. Examiner, the Board’s counsel has 
elicited testimony with reference to w’hat pickets did 

6558 at that gate. 

Mr. Rose: 1 am not objecting to his telling what 
pickets did, but I am objecting to his conclusions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us what the pickets 
actually did, Sergeant, as you observed them. 

The Witness: They milled about in that space in little 
groups and moved back and forward in front of that place, 
practically closing the entrance to any person that wanted 
to walk through onto the bridgeway. 

Mr. Rose: Well, that is the conclusion I am objecting to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did they in fact keep any 
one who wanted to go across the bridge from going across 
the bridge? 

The Witness: I couldn’t say that they kept them from 
going through, but they made people wiggle their way 
through to get onto the bridgeway. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, you said that first there were 
a few’ pickets there. Did the number of pickets there in¬ 
crease later? A. Yes, they did. 

Q. Now, was any change made in reference to the way the 
pickets operated? A. There was. 

Q. Will you describe what that was and how it come 

6559 about, or— A. Yes. 

Q.—so far as you know ? A. Well, there was some 
discussion between the uniform officers, both the State po¬ 
lice and the city police and the— 

Mr. Rose: Well— 

The Witness:—the man in charge of the pickets. 

Mr. Rose: Can’t we have w'hat was said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, I don’t know’ what you 
mean w’hen you say “well” and look at me. I may be very 
pleasing to you, but at the same time it doesn’t mean any¬ 
thing. Say something. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t want to interrupt the witness, I didn’t 
mean it that way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, interrupt him or don’t in¬ 
terrupt him. 
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Mr. Moore: I simply am trying to get the story, get what 
went on there. 

Mr. Rose: I appreciate that, but I want to do it inj a 
proper way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, please make a proper 6b- 
jeetion or a motion, I am not a mind reader yet. Read ^he 
last part of that. 

(The reporter repeated the last questions and 
6560 swers as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what the change was. 

The Witness: They were changed from that nondescript 
group of men, massed in front of the gate, to a circle in the 
same general area, but leaving a passage-way three or fcjur 
feet from each end of the approach to the bridge, east si^e. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever see the pickets massjed 
on the left hand side of Front Street as you went down at 
any time that you crossed there? A. I did. 

Q. You are talking about the left hand side? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is the McConaghv Street side? A. On the Mc- 
Oonaghy Street side. 

Q. Was— A. If I may correct that, when you say massed, 
I wouldn’t say massed, I seen them patrolling, as you might 
call it, on the left side, not nearly so grouped together las 
they were when they were stationed in that part of the 
areaway entering the bridge. 

Q. Could you tell us during what period that was or what 
da vs vou saw that there? A. That was some time between 


the 13th of June and the inauguration of Governor Earle 


’s 


martial law. The best of my recollection would be 
6561 around the 16th. The State Police, or so we weire 
instructed, that the State Police would take over tjhe 
control and protection of the public at all gates, and opr 
group who were sent there to take care of the public, was 
relieved of that duty and it was during that time that tne 
pickets moved across the street, apparently moved ov^r 
there under the direction of the State Police. 

Mr. Rose: 1 move to strike, I move to strike it, appar¬ 
ently— 

* 

Mr. Moore: Why, it is particularly— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. Just one 
question, if I may ask it, Mr. Moore? 


i 
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Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) When did the State Po¬ 
lice take over the gates? A. The exact date, I am not sure, 
but it was between the 15th and the time in which Governor 
Earle placed his martial law, to the best of my recollection 
it would be about the 16th. 

Q. That would be Wednesday, 1 mean Thursday? A. 
Somewhere around that time, it may have been on the 15th. 
I wasn’t relieved of my particular duties at that time, while 
the uniformed men were. My duties, of course, took 

6562 me past that gate and beyond it. 

Q. The 15th was Tuesday and the 16th was Wednes¬ 
day, is that right? A. I believe it was the 15th, but some of 
the uniformed men could tell you that better than 1 

6563 could. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, prior to the time 
that the State police took over the policing of Cambria City 
gate, which you have described, did you ever see the picket 
line at any point on Front Street, away from the mouth of 
the foot bridge, that is— A. I didn’t. 

Q.—on the left hand side? A. They were always in that 
spot until the State police took over the operations there. 

Q. Did you or any other police officer of the City of 
Johnstown or other representative of the City of Johns¬ 
town, to your knowledge, ever order the picket line to leave 
the mouth of the foot bridge and to cross Front Street 
over to the left hand side of the street? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, there are 
several questions in there. 

Mr. Moore: Why, it is directly responsive to the testi¬ 
mony which the Board has adduced at this hearing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter read the above question as set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I think you cited 
that question twice. Would you mind rephrasing it? The 
question is proper, but the phraseology at the beginning is 
confusing. You started to say did you order an officer then 
you changed it, did any officer order the picket. I 

6564 get two meanings there. 

Mr. Moore: I think the question was, the reporter 
may have that right. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: But at any rate, that is the way 
it reads in the record. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I admit I am not responsible for that, 
I would like to have the question read so that I can get 
what the difficulty is, will you go back and read it again? 

(The reporter read back the question as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I am responsible for that, 
my mistake entirely, I misunderstood the reporter whin 
he read that. 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps I should say over to the other side. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: 1 cannot and I don’t know of any other 
officers who did. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you, or to your knowledge, did 
any other officer of the City of Johnstown or representative 
of the City of Johnstown ever order the picket line to move 
up and down Front Street, or down McConaghy Street 
away from the mouth of the foot bridge? A. I did not and 
I know of no other officers who did, city officers 
who did. 

6565 Q. Or city representatives? A. Or city represen¬ 
tatives. 

Q. How long did the picketing continue at the Cambria 
City Street gate? A. I couldn’t definitely tell that, because 
we were relieved of that duty along about the 15th, and v| 
didn’t continue our surveillance there much after that— 

Q. Well, you— A. —well, continued— 

Q.—went down by there, though, after the city took ovdr 
that? A. We continued up until the placing in effect qf 
martial law, and then after was lifted it was renewed. 

Q. Can you tell us about what, on or about what datje 
martial law was lifted? A. 22nd or 23rd of June, I believe. 

Q. I didn’t get the date. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 22nd or 23rd of June he be¬ 
lieves. 

The Witness: I may be wrong, I am guessing entirely 
it was put into effect on the 19th. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I am not clear, Sergeant, about th 
division of time. You spoke of the time when the Stat 
police took over the policing of the gate and then aboujt 
martial law. 
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6566 Now, then, was there a difference in the policing 
by the city police during the period of martial law 

from the manner in which the policing was done at the gate 
prior to martial law and during the strike and, omitting the 
State police, not referring to the State police. 

Mr. Rose: May I have that question read? 

(The reporter read the question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Strike it out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, it is perfectly clear. 

Mr. Moore: Is it? All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand it, if you will read 
it to Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose: Please. 

(The reporter read the question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps 1 should strike it out, if you will, 
please. 

6567 Trial Examiner Bloom: I seem to be a minority 
of one. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am afraid that it isn’t quite clear, 
1 would rather not have it in the record. 

Q. (By'Mr. Moore) You have spoken of three periods, the 
period after the strike began up to the time the State Po¬ 
lice took over the policing at that gate, then the period from 
the time the State Police took over the policing of the gate 
to the beginning of martial law, and then the period of 
martial law. 

Now, I would like to have you describe to us what the 
differences were, in so far as your department was, with 
reference to policing that gate during those periods. A. 
From the time in which the State Police took over and the 
continuance, or placing in effect of martial law, and during 
its continuance, the city police were returned to their rou¬ 
tine duties, patrolling streets and investigating calls there, 
relieved of all activities at the mill gates and answered 
calls only among our citizens away from the mill. 

Q. When you refer to the city police, do you mean what 
class of policemen? A. All of our police, uniformed met 
Q. Well, does that include yourself? A. Yes, as 

6568 far as any specific duties at the Mill gate. Of course, 
my job called me past those gates practically all of 
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them, because I had the entire city and answered complaints 
from any portion of the city. 

Q. Well, now, my associate thinks it may not be cle^r, 
but, at the risk of asking the question the second time,]— 
dealing with the perio prior to the time when the State 
police took over the policing of the Cambria City gate, 
where were the pickets every time you passed the gate? 
A. In that area way of the apex to the bridge, if you mean 
at that particular spot at the Cambria City bridge gate, in 
that area way there. 

Q. That is on the right hand side as you go down Frojnt 
street or on the river side? A. On the right hand side. 

Q. And on the river side? A. On the river side. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the right hand and tljie 
river side are the same? 

Mr. Moore: Same, only giving him the alternative 

The Witness: Same. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Can you tell me about, how about the 
size of the crowd as you were at the Cambria City ga 
from time to time? A. They would range from thr^e 
6565) hundred to a thousand. 

At what time of the day would you find the largest 
crowd there ? A. Usually in the change of the evening shif t, 
in what is known as the 11 o’clock shift from 10 o’clock on 
until 11, 11:30, quarter to 12. 

Q. Now, on which side of Front Street as you went by the 
Cambria City gate were those crowds? A. They were on 
the opposite from the entrance to the Mill gate, that side 

Q. Always? A. In which the sidewalk is placed. 

Q. It was on the left hand side as you go down Froht 
Street by the gate? A. That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As you drive in a northerlv 
direction, is that correct? 

Mr. Moore*. No. 

The Witness: Northerly or westerly, we call it westerly, 
as you come in a westerly direction from here, it is on the 
left side, the walk, or only one side of the boulevard, that 
is the western side of the boulevard. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The western side of the boule¬ 
vard ? 

The Witness: There is no sidewalk on the oth^r 
6570 side, there is a river. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) I didn’t hear what you said. 
It is on the west side of Front Street? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, on the side op¬ 
posite the river side? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose? 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What was your occupation before you 
became a police officer? A. I worked in the 36 inch univer¬ 
sal mill and they got their plant from the Cambria Steel 
Company, Midvale Steel and Ordinance, and, for a year or 
so, I think, under the management of Bethlehem, I am not 
sure whether I quit previous to Bethlehem taking it over 
or later, but if under Bethlehem, it was a matter of a few 
years. I left the mills in 1919. 

Q. Were you ever a policeman prior to the time you be¬ 
came a member of the city police force? A. No, sir. 

Q. Why don’t you as a detective, wear a uniform? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, that question has been asked 
of another witness, it seems to me a little short of 
6571 silly. "Why doesn’t the man put on his front in big 
letters, “I am of the police force, I am investigating 
crime”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of all the— 

Mr. Moore: The conduct, or statement, I mean, it is just 
silly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Because, it is the specific duty of a detec¬ 
tive to investigate crimes which are already committed and 
it is necessary that some secretiveness be taken care of, 
while a police officer’s primary duties are the prevention 
of crimes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And, would you say it is necessary to 
conceal your connection with the police department in con¬ 
nection with your work in preventing crimes, is that cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr. Moore: 1 think, Mr. Examiner,— 

The Witness: I do not— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. Read the ques¬ 
tion. 
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Mr. Moore: He hasn’t answered it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, he started to. 

Mr. Moore: Well,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just strike the answer if there 
is one, so there will be none. 

6572 Mr. Moore: I am only making the objection for 
the purpose of pointing out to you how I get scolded. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s read the question. 

(The reporter read the question as last above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Why don’t you do something, he said did 
you think. You won’t allow* this man to tell me what he 
thought w'hen he wras down on the bridge, in the midst of 
that, that riot, and w’hy he acted. 

Now*, he is required to tell what he thinks is the reason 
for wearing plain clothes instead— 

Mr. Rose: I am perfectly willing he answer the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter read the question as last above set forto.) 

The Witness: No, sir, not in preventing crimes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, in connection with investigation 
do you find it necessary to conceal your identity as a 
lice officer? A. To the general public, yes, to those who 
directly concerned in the investigation, we always let the 
know who we are, but in assembling evidence, to prosecute 
a crime, that is already convicted, w*e believe it is mcjre 
efficient and much more necessary to be in pl4in 

6573 clothes. 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t get that answer. 

(The reporter read the answer as last above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You mean committed there, instead 
of convicted? A. Yes, committed. 

Mr. Moore: Committed. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And when you do that type of woifk, 
I mean the type of w r ork w'here you don’t disclose your 
identity as a police officer, that is in the nature of spy wrofk, 
isn’t it? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, 1 object to that, branding the wrork ofl a 
detective in the city police as spy work. 

Mr. Rose: I am not branding anything. You are. Yt>u 
are jumping at conclusions. 
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Mr. Moore: It is improper examination of any kind to 
say nothing of cross-examination . 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, it is confidential, not to spy. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) But, you don’t want such persons to 
know that you are investigating them, that is why you do 
not disclose your identity? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it on the ground that what he 
wants—what he was to do, what he did or said— 

6574 Mr. Rose: I think I might at least have the privi¬ 
lege of finishing the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Finish it. 

Mr. Moore: I am sorry, I though you were finished. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) The point in detective work, when you 
work— 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, Mr. Examiner, if the ques¬ 
tion is to be finished, may we have it finished? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Strike the previous question, 
there is nothing pending. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) As a matter of fact, you don’t disclose 
your identity when you are making a, what you call a con¬ 
fidential investigation so that the persons whom you are 
investigating won’t know you are a police officer, is that 
correct? 

Mr. Moore: May we have that question, I don’t know 
what it means? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

(The reporter read the last question as last above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know what it means. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Maybe the witness can tell us. 
Mr. Rose: I will withdraw the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you know, ever know a man by 
the name of David Watkins by sight. A. I did. 

6575 Q. Did you ever know him personally? A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you know him by sight in the month of 

July and August of 1936? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I object to that, unless you can show 
that there is some difference between knowing a man by 
sight in July and August and in June or December. 
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Mr. Rose: I am fixing a time as to when he knew him by 
sight. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if you want to ask the question as to 
when he first knew him by sight or when he first or when 
he first met him, or how he met him, that may be relevant. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, this is cross-exami¬ 
nation, I submit that I am entitled to ask the questions at 
this stage of the proceeding instead of Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: I agree with that, but I am entitled to have 
the question clear and intelligible. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I knew him by sight. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you know his work? A. I did, 
generally, I didn’t know what his specific duties was. 

6576 Q. I mean, you knew in a general way that he was 
an organizer for the S. W. 0. C., did you not? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, it assumes a state of facts not 
in evidence by this witness, if anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer, he is ask¬ 
ing a question, he may answer. 

The Witness: You say, did I know lie was an organizer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct, that is right. 

The Witness: Not specifically, I know he was connected 
with it, but I didn’t know specifically that he was an or¬ 
ganizer. 

Mr. Rose: Well, 1 am asking you. 

Mr. Moore: Connected with what, please, Sergeant? 

The Witness: The C. I. 0. or S. W. 0. C. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You knew he was working for the C. 
I. 0. or the S. W. 0. C. as an organizer, did you not? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. How could this man know 
he was working for one organization or another or whether 
he was working or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may know, I don’t know. 

Mr. Moore: It. calls for a conclusion, how can he know? 

Mr. Rose: That is what I am asking him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav know. 

mr 

Mr. Moore: I object to the question as irrelevant, 

6577 immaterial, incompetent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

Mr. Moore: It is impossible of an answer by this m^n, 
because he— 
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The Witness: I don’t know of my personal knowledge 
that he was, from the result of general curbstone conversa¬ 
tion, and parkbench stuff, I knew that he was connected 
in some official capacity with that organization. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You were interested such conversations 
concerning Mr. Watkins, were you not? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it as entirely irrelevant, immate¬ 
rial and incompetent. Why should this officer be interested, 
except as a policeman in anything? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is no point to answer¬ 
ing the question now that the witness has been instructed as 
to what he should be interested in. Go on with the next 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you know whether or not in the 
summer of 1936 the S. W. 0. 0. was holding meetings in 
Johnstown? A. No, I wouldn’t say I did. 

Q. When, if at any time, did you first learn that the S.W. 
0. C. was holding meetings in Johnstown ? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, it assumes a state of facts not 
in evidence and calls for a conclusion. 

6578 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I believe at the first public meeting 
that I know of the S. W. 0. C. holding, was along about the 
4th of July, 1937, after the strike had started. I don’t know 
of any other public meetings that they held previous to that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I didn’t ask you about public meetings. 
1 referred to any meeting. A. Well, I don’t know of any 
secret meetings they might have held before that or any 
business. 

Q. I didn’t say anything about secret meetings, I am re¬ 
ferring to any kind of a meeting. A. I don’t know of any 
business meeting they might have held before that. 

Q. Why do you specifically qualify your answer with 
secret, business or public, is there any reason? A. I don’t 
know what other kind of meetings they are, what other kind 
of meetings, you say, I know of no particular meeting they 
held up until the time that I mentioned. 

Q. Are any kind of meetings, prior to that time, had you 
heard of any kind of a meeting of S .W. 0. C.? 

Mr. Moore: Well, now, I object to it, Mr. Examiner. 
That is at least the third time the question has been an¬ 
swered, the witness has taken every kind of meeting he 
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could think of and said he don’t know of any except 
6579 one that it was the 4th of July, it seems to me th^t is 
enough. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I know of no meetings that the S. W. 6. C. 


held. My work did not lead me to that under any condi¬ 
tions and I was not personally interested. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, I didn’t ask you what your work 
led you to. 

Mr. Moore: Let him answer the question, please. He is 
explaining why he doesn’t know. 

The Witness: I had no time, any interest either per¬ 
sonal or along with my work, to inquire into their meetings 
or attend their meetings or know where they were held. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Didn’t you know that they were hold¬ 
ing meetings at Moose Hall ? I did not. 

Q. Since the summer of 1936? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, Mr. Examiner, it has already 
been covered four times now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

6580 Q. Do you know where Moose Hall is? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where is it? A. Bedford Street, near Vine at 
about 312 or 14 Bedford Street, would be the number, some¬ 
where, 312 or 14, in that neighborhood. 

Q. Did you ever work on a case with any private detec¬ 
tives? 

Mr. Moore: What do you mean by private detective:' 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you understand what I mean by it? 

Mr. Moore: Let the record show’ what you mean, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by private 
detective, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Detectives other than County, State, Federal, 
County, State or Federal detectives, or city detectives. 

Mr. Moore: May we have that statement repeated please? 


(The reporter read the last statement of counsel as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: You mean detectives of the city of Joljns- 
town? He testified that he worked regularly with detec¬ 
tives. Mr. Examiner— 
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Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, I think we should be per- 
(5581 mitted to ask the questions instead of having Mr. 
Moore interrupt and make a speech at this point. 

Mr. Rose: I have already stated and the reporter read 
to you what I meant by private detectives. I said detectives 
other than the City, County, State or Federal. 

Mr. Moore: I am sorry, 1 did not get the others, then, I 
am sorry. Now, then, Mr. Examiner, I have a further ob¬ 
jection to the question as not being clear. What is meant 
by worked with? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer . 

The Witness: I never worked with any private detective, 
excepting in the early days of the prohibition era. I was 
assigned by the then chief of police to aid a local man, or a 
local who aided a county officer in some raid on a still. 
That is the only private detective I know that I ever worked 
with. I never worked with any private detective in an in¬ 
vestigation. In fact it is against the rules of the Police 
Department for a city policeman to do that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, with reference to the night of 
June 14th at Iron and John Streets, what was Officer Krise 
doing w'hen you saw him for the first time? A. Running 
across the street between two parked automobiles, bent 
low to the street, carrying his night stick in his right hand, 
his left arm swinging free, bareheaded. 

6582 Q. And in which direction wras he moving with re¬ 
spect to the crowd? A. He was moving at an angle 
to the crowd -when I first seen him. 

Q. Toward the crowd or away from the crowd? A. 
Neither one, parallel with the front of the crowrd. 

Q. And as he ran, I believe you said he was swinging his 
mace in his right hand? A. I wouldn’t say he was swinging, 
he wras carrying it. 

Q. How was he carrying it ? A. He was carrying his mace 
in his right hand at his side, naturally, in running his arm 
w'ould be moving backward and forwrard with the motion 
of running. If you refer to swinging, swinging it this way 
in a menacing or in a manner like that, he wasn’t doing 
that. 

Q. I didn’t ask you that. A. He was carrying it in his 
side, or, rather at his side in his right hand. 




BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR BEL* BOARD. 


3431 


Q. I asked you how he was carrying it, I mean, he was 
carrying it at right angles to the ground, is that what| you 
mean, he was carrying it at right angles to the ground? 
A. Yes, practically right angles, in that position that a man 
would carry his hand with his arm down in a natural run¬ 
ning position and his mace in his hand, it Would 

6583 naturally move back and forward somewhat. I 

Q. Yes. A. But not swinging . 

Q. Well, if he ran, it would move backward and forward, 
is that what you mean? A. That’s right, from the natural 
movement of his body. 

Q. Was there any one in from of him ? 

Mr. Moore: What do you mean by that? Where? 

Mr. Rose: I mean by that, was he running toward slome 
people? 

The Witness: When I first saw him? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When you saw him running, I 
could see nobody but him. 

Q. Well, did you at any time while he was running see any 
people in front of him? A. Oh, yes, coming toward him. 

Q. And he was at the same time running toward th^m? 
Is that correct? A. I wouldn’t say running, he was stopped 
when I seen him. 

Q. Then you first saw him running, when you first feaw 
him nobody was in front of him, then the next time Vou 
saw him— A. I did not— 

Q. There were people in front of him and he was 

6584 stopped, is that correct? A. I didn’t say nobody 
was in front of him, I said I didn’t see anyobdy in 

front of him, I couldn’t tell you what was on that- sidewalk 
beyond them, there was parked cars because I could not see, 
T couldn’t see where Mr. Krise or Officer Krise was on the 
street, because there was a mob who may have been in b^ck 
of those cars on the sidewalk, I don’t know, I could not see 
that— 

Q. You mean, when he was running there may have b^en 
people in front of him but you didn’t see him, is that cor¬ 
rect, is that what you mean ? A. There may have been peo¬ 
ple in back of those cars at that time, I don’t know. 

Q. Well, were you running toward cars at the time? |A. 
He was running directly in between cars in the direction 
from which the stones were coming and other missiles. 
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Q. He was running in that direction, is that correct? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. And at that time, did you see any people at that point 
from which you say the stones were coming? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Moore: I object, Mr. Examiner, he has already an¬ 
swered it once, he was not in a position where he 

6585 could see people there, there were cars, he couldn’t 
see through them, could not see over them, of course. 

Mr. Rose: Well, there is no point, Mr. Examiner, in my 
examining this man if Mr. Moore continually tells the man 
the answers. 

Mr. Moore: I am not telling him, I am only objecting to 
the question as already having been answered once. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you see Officer Krise tussle with 
anybody? 

Mr. Moore: May we have the word ‘ ‘ tussle ’ ’ explained by 
counsel, please, Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Rose: I think that was used yesterday when Officer 
Krise was on the stand. 

Mr. Moore: This witness has not used it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by tussle? 

Mr. Rose: Grapple -with anybody. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by it? 

Mr. Moore: What is the question? 

The Witness: What I mean by tussle would be two men 
wrestling together, trying to throw each other or hold one 
another. 

Mr. Moore: Well, may we have the statement of the wit¬ 
ness read back? 

(The reporter repeated the last statement of the witness 
as above set forth.) 

6586 Mr. Moore: May we have the statement— 

Mr. Rose: Well, can we have an answer to the 
question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, now, did you see Of¬ 
ficer Krise tussle with anybody? 

The Witness: You could call it a tussle. When I was 
in a position to see Officer Krise with the two men who I 
learned or seen was injured, the one who was trying to hold 
was evidently trying to get on his feet, this is the one that 
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he was trying to hold, or to get away from the officer, strtig- 


er 


re 


of 


gling somewhat to do that and he was holding the oth 
man with his knee. 

Q. Did you see him shoot one man ? A. I seen him 
one shot, I don’t know if it hit anybody. 

Q. Did you see him fire the shot, or do you mean that vbu 
heard the shot ? A. The one shot I seen fired, I heard ajid 
seen, I seen the flash of the first shot and I heard the repcjrt 
of it. That shot came from the bridge at about the con¬ 
nection of the bridge and the street proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that on the north side 
the bridge, or the south? 

The Witness: That would be on the west side of the 
bridge, the north end. 

(>587 Trial Examiner Bloom: Northwest? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that where he was at this 
time? 

The Witness: That is where he was. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is that at the time that you told, if ybu 
did, Officer Krise not to shoot any more? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, within a matter of a few seconds 
the c row'd that had been coming toward him stopped ahd 
gave way a little bit and I seen them give way and I in¬ 
structed the officer not to shoot any more and he immedi¬ 
ately placed his gun in his holster and I said, “Let’s get 
these men into a safe place,” and he says, “You take ope 
and I’ll take the other,” and we did that. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, 1 don’t think it is qui|te 
clear, the question was, “Was that at the time.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What time, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know what that is, either. 

Mr. Rose: I beg your pardon? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are using an expression, 
“that time.” What do you mean by that time? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I mean when that shot was fired. 

Mr. Moore: Which shot? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The only shot he heard? 
6588 Mr. Moore: What? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you hear two shots? )A. 
Yes, I heard two, I seen one. 

Mr. Moore: He testified. 
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The Witness: That is, I heard the flash, the sound, and 
seen the flash of one shot and then I seen the other shot 
being fired and naturally heard and seen the explosion. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, at the time you heard and saw 
the flash out of the first shot, could you see Officer Krise? 
A. Not plainly, I could see him and knew that it was an 
officer or a man in a uniform and, of course, knowing that 
Officer Krise had gone in that general direction, surmised 
it was him. 

Q. Could you see what was happening there aside from 
the shot ? A. He was in some sort of a mix-up with several 
men. 

Q. How long after you first saw Officer Krise running did 
that shot, first shot, occur f A. Oh, a matter of a couple 
of seconds, long enough for me to go from this platform to 
the edge of that table, or the edge of the stand. 

Trial Examiner: How far would you say that is? 
6389 The Witness: That is a distance approximately 22 
feet. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To the end of the stage? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And when you first saw Officer Krise 
running, how* near the crowd w*as he, could you tell us? A. 
From the position I was in, I could not tell you w*here the 
front of that crowd w r as, I could not see that as we ap¬ 
proached the bridge. 

Q. Do you mean you couldn’t see the crowd at all? A. 
As we approached the bridge I could see the crowd but I 
couldn’t tell you how close the front of that crowd was to 
Officer Krise. 

Q. And at the time you heard the first shot, how* far was 
the front of the crowd from Officer Krise, could you tell? 

Mr. Moore: Why, he has answered that question just 
now*, I thought, Mr. Examiner, I object to it. 

Mr. Rose: That was not the question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: As I— 

Mr. Moore: May I have the question read, I don’t under¬ 
stand it? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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6590 Mr. Moore: All right. 

The Witness: As I passed between the automobiles 
and stepped onto the sidewalk, at the west end of tie 
bridge, I heard that shot and seen it. My best judgment 
was that that crowd, that is, the great body of that crowd, 
or what would be termed the mass part of the crowd, would 
not be more than fifteen feet away from Krise, but between 
the body of that crowd and Officer Krise there was other 
moving persons. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You mean other than policemen? A. 
Other than policemen, Officer Krise was the only policeman 
on that bridge, or on that street when we arrived ther^, 
there was no other police officer but Officer Krise there when 
we arrived. 

Q. Well, from your observation, Officer Krise was prettly 
near the crowd, wasn’t he! A. Yes, he was close to the 
crowd, the crowd was coming in his general direction. 

Q. And w’ere there people on the side of him nearest tlit 
bridge, 1 mean between him and the bridge ! 

Mr. Moore: May I have the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

(By Mr. Rose) I may be wrong in direction, will you cor¬ 
rect me if I am—as Officer Krise was running, when 

6591 you first saw r him, was his right side nearest the 
mouth of the bridge? A. No, sir, his left side was 

nearest the mouth of the bridge. 

Q. His left side? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, at the time— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by the moutjh 
of the bridge? 

The Witness: I presume he means that part where till 
bridge and the street proper connects. 

Mr. Rose: That’s correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you mean the north en^l 
of the bridge ? 

Mr. Rose: Well, that is the north end of the bridge. 

The Witness: That is the north end of the bridge, thajt 
end of the bridge near to the gate known as the Iron Street 
gate. 

Mr. Moore: Will you read that answer ? 

Mr. Rose: Can we have an answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He answered it. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) Between Officer Krise, at the time you 
heard the first shot and the entrance to the bridge, were 
Ihere people who were not police officers? 

Mr. Moore: Will you read that! 

6592 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: How many times do we need that? He al¬ 
ready answered this question specifically. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, answer it again, please. 

The Witness: There was people immediately in front of 
Officer Krise when I stepped onto the sidewalk when that 
first shot was fired. They were close to the bridge and the 
street connection, that is, at the end of the bridge. 

Now, there may have been some of them off the bridge 
on the sidewalk that belongs to the street and the great 
mass of them was on the walkway of the bridge. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know how many tear gas shells 
were fired that night? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean in the universe at 
large, or this particular bridge in particular? 

Mr. Rose: Well, Mr. Examiner, we have only been talk¬ 
ing about one incident, that is the only incident that the wit¬ 
ness is testifying to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are talking about the city of 
Johnstown. 

Mr. Rose: He hasn’t testified about the whole city, I am 
referring to the night of June 14th. 

6593 Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you talking about 
this particular place? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then say so. 

Mr. Moore: If it is intended as a yes or no question and 
he answers yes or no, I have no objection to it, but if it is 
intended to elicit the further question of the number, I do 
object to it because this officer testified that he arrived there 
at a certain time and he could only learn, using the record 
as a base, he could onlv learn— 

Mr. Rose: We are again having the witness instructed 
by Mr. Moore. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the difficulty, when you 
ask these general ambiguous questions. 
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Mr. Rose: I only asked how many tear gas shells were 
fired that night, I of course refer to the night of June 14rh. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Find out what he knows about 
it, I mean, the time he was there and what he saw, other¬ 
wise the answer is meaningless. That gives rise, I mejin 
objections, that give rise to objections, and before yj>u 
know it, the witness is all confused. Now, let’s have a 
specific question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know 7 how many tear gas 

6594 shells were fired in the vicinity of Iron and John 
Streets on the night of June 14th, 1937? 

Mr. Moore: You mean during the whole evening? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

The Witness: Twelve. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How 7 many did you fire at that time 
and place? A. None. 

Q. Do you know’ how many were fired at that time and 
place while you were there? A. Yes. 

Q. How many ? A. Six. 

Q. And they were fired by police officers of the city <\f 
Johnstown? As far as you know, is that correct? A. They 
were. 

Q. You weren’t at the Cambria City gates at all time?, 
were you ? A. No, sir. 

Q. So that as a matter of fact you don’t know whether 
or not from your observations and from what you hear! 
the picket line at that gate was at any time ordered across 
the street, isn’t that correct? A. I know that they wer^ 
stationed across the street, I don’t know 7 whether they were 
ordered, I know they were ordered, I know they were 

6595 stationed there, under the surveillance of the State 
Police. 

Mr. Moore: I object to the question, Mr. Examiner, and 
move that it be stricken and the answer be stricken unless 
w-e can have it shown to the Sergeant what he means by 
across the street. 

Mr. Rose: You asked him the question. 

Mr. Moore: When I said across the street, I said across 
the street from some point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Across the street, pick out a 
particular point, Mr. Rose. 
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Mr. Moore: May we have the question and answer 
stricken and the question rephrased, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, it may be stricken. 
Having in mind, since I have a map in front of me, having 
in mind the so-called foot bridge which is on the east side, 
which begins on the east side of Front Street, ask your 
question with that in mind, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You don’t, from your own knowledge, 
and from what you saw and heard at the Cambria City gate, 
know whether or not any police officer or officer of the city 
of Johnstown ordered the picket line from the east end of 
the Front Street gate across the street, is that correct? A. 
From what I saw and what I heard and from what 1 

6596 know of my own knowledge, no city officers ordered 
them from the east to the w*est side. 

Q. But you weren’t there at all times, is that correct? A. 
I was not there. Now, did he ask about the movement of 
the State Police, too? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, just the city. 

Mr. Moore: I submit, Mr. Examiner, that question is a 
little short of foolish when you ask him if he was there at 
all times, what does he mean by that, all 24 hours in the 
day? 

Mr. Rose: I think that is silly, Mr. Examiner, of course 
we all understand this officer had specific working hours 
and was there at specific times. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now that both counsel 
think the other is silly, let’s get on with the questions. 
Come on. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) So that as a matter of fact when you 
weren’t at that place, some other officer could have ordered 
them across the street and you w'ouldn’t know about it, is 
that correct? 

Mr. Moore: I object to the question, purely hypothetical, 
we don’t need information like that for the Board, they 
can’t guess wiiat the answer is, then let it go without it, 
let them go without it. 

6597 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I know that no orders of that sort 
w r ould be issued by the officers there without calling my 
attention to it, so that I might know' that that w'as the sys¬ 
tem in force there. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) How do you know that? A.The modus 
operandi of the police department, it is the modus operandi 
of the police department that one officer should know what 
is taking place at another place, and it would naturally oe 
reported to all officers assigned to that territory, how tfcie 
things were working. 

Q. If that officer forgot to tell you, you wouldn’t know it, 
is that correct? A. If that officer failed to tell us we would 
not know it, but it would be his job to let us know. 

Q. He may not have told you and he may have been neg i- 
gent in his job? 

Mr. Moore: I object again, pure badgering— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. Any further ques¬ 
tions? 


Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Mr. Moore: I have just one or two. 

Redirect examination. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Can you tell us as best you can, gen¬ 
erally, what the lighting condition was at the end ^>f 
6598 the bridge as you arrived there that night, what I 
want to find out is whether it was good light, bad 
light, whether you could see well, or whether it was dark. 

Mr. Rose: Objected to as improper redirect. 

Mr. Moore: The counsel for the Board, having gone, or 
they have gone at some length into the question of dis¬ 
tances, what this man could see— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: The lighting conditions were not good at 
that time, in that particular neighborhood, they are not 
very bright, the light— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us whether or not the 
lighting conditions were such that the flash of a revolver or 
gun would be readily seen ? A. Oh, yes, the flash of a gun 
or revolver would be readily seen, as was the flame from 
the gas shells that were shot across the river. 

Q. Those shells that were shot across the river were 
long-range shells or short-range shells? A. They were long 
range shells. 

Q. Did you give instructions as to what kind of shells to 
use? 
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Mr. Rose: That is objected to, it was objected to on di¬ 
rect examination, and the same line is now being all gone 
into all over again. 

6599 Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, the question of shoot¬ 
ing gas shells -was gone into on cross. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, do you wish to con¬ 
tinue with the examination f 

Mr. Moore: I beg your pardon? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say, do you wish to continue 
with the examination? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I do wish to, of course. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I wish you would. 

Mr. Moore: But I would like to point out to you, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, that if you rule before I have a chance— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there are certain things 
that I don’t particularly need any enlightenment on. When 
I am in doubt I will be glad to hear from counsel, but I am 
not going to hear argument on every question that is asked 
in these proceedings. 

This record is long enough as it is without having half a 
page of discussion over every objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Having in mind the shots that were 
fired by Officer Krise as you have stated, when did you tell 
him not to shoot, fire more shots? A. As I reached his side 
and in the matter of two seconds after he had fired that 
shot. 

Q. When you say fired that shot, which one? A. 

6600 That was the last one from the position in which I 
come up to him with the two injured men. 

Q. That is the second shot that he fired? A. Yes, imme¬ 
diately on seeing the crowd which was coming toward him, 
I told him not to fire any more. 

6601 Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any further questions ? 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Sergeant, could you tell 
me about how long the bridge is where it crosses the Cone- 
maugh River at John Street ? 
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Mr. Moore: May I interrupt, Mr. Examiner, I have a 
map to scale, if you would like that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I wish to predicate some 
questions. 

A. Not more than a hundred feet. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Would you say roughly 
a hundred feet? A. Yes, I would say a hundred feet. 

Q. Now% you have said that the lighting wasn’t good. 
Could you tell us whereabouts on the bridge the lights are, 
if any, or along the street? A. There is no lights showring 
directly on that side of the bridge. There was lights on the 
pole on the Conem&ugh Street side. 

Q. That wrould be—just a moment, that would be the 
southwest corner of the bridge? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. There is a pole there and a light on that, is tl|at 

6602 correct? A. That is correct. 

Q. Any other lights on the bridge ? A. It is a small 

one. 

Q. Did you say that is a small light? A. Yes, the regular 
incandescent light they use there with the shade over the 
top of it. 

Q. Is that the same light that is used there at the presqnt 
time, do you happen to know’ ? A. To the best of my knowl¬ 
edge, it is. 

Q. Now, are there any other lights on the bridge? A. (j)n 
the bridge proper, I don’t know’ of any lights on this balus¬ 
trade along this side. 

Q. Are you now’ referring to the w r est side of the bridge? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Yes? A. There may be lights there, but they are fre¬ 
quently broken by baseballs from the Point and other ar¬ 
ticles thrown there and very seldom lit up. 

Q. Well, I think you stated that the lighting w’as not 
good? A. Yes, the lighting was very poor there, practic¬ 
ally always is. 

Q. Now, where was Officer Krise when you first saw him, 
as you w r ere going up, driving up John Street in a 

6603 northerly direction, am I correct? A. That is rigljit. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think that is for the third, M[r. 
Examiner, not driving up John Street, because John Street 
doesn’t begin until you are on the bridge. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, that is where—I am 
looking apparently at an old map which shows John Street. 
Now, all right, I will, the Sergeant undoubtedly can ex¬ 
plain it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, perhaps, if I may interrupt— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know for sure whether John Street 
continues, that is the street that continues across the bridge 
going south, is still John Street on my map. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The map that I have shows that 
it continues right into Stony Creek. Now, it may be that it 
has been changed, at any rate, that is the reason I refer to 
it that way. 

Mr. Moore: Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But, 1 wish the Sergeant would 
correct me if I am wrong or that is not his idea. 

Mr. Moore: Well, would you permit him to tell us 
whether John Street continues south? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Do you know, Ser¬ 
geant? A. Yes. 

Q. Whether John Street does continue in a south- 
6604 erly direction, south westerly direction towards 
Stony Creek? A. It does. That’s known as John 
Street. I might further explain that. 

Q. I wish you would. A. Since the completion of the 
John Street bridge, the Point bridge and the continuation 
of what is, or what is known as John Street, on our city 
maps, now is known officially as Napoleon Street, clean over 
to w’here it intersects with what was formerly Iron Street, 
and since the completion of those bridges, Iron Street on 
our city map is now known as Walnut Street, but they are 
more popularly called John and Iron, because they were so 
long that way. 

Q. All right, now, where were you when you first saw 
Officer Krise with reference to the bridge? A. We were di¬ 
rectly in the center of the bridge about even with the inter¬ 
section of the northern end of the bridge and the street 
proper. 

Q. I see. A. Officer Krise was here on the street. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness is referring to a 
portion north of the bridge. 
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Is that correct? 


A. 


of 


A. 

se. 

on 


Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) 

That is right. 

Q. And, you were at the northerly intersection of 

6605 the bridge and street— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you follow me, ijir. 

Moore ? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. What street? 

The Witness: Johns. 

Mr. Moore: And, northerly end of the intersection 
the bridge and the street, that is, you mean the, brh} 
across John Street and John Street itself? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Mr. Rose: May I look at the map? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, about how far 
away from you was Officer Krise when you first saw’ him? 
A. Not more than twenty feet, there was— 

Q. Could you recognize him easily or was it too dark? 

No, from the glare of our headlights, I knew’’ it was Kri 
Q. Do you mean that your headlights played right 
him? A. Our headlights struck Krise right a few feet aw|ay 
from the two cars that were parked here and he w’ent be¬ 
tween the second and the third cars. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, the witness has indicate4— 
Mr. Moore: Might I offer you this? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I have got, the witness 
has been helping me out. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness has in 

6606 cated that the two cars were parked on the north, 
the westerly side of the street and that— 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) The first of those cajrs, 
aw’av from the bridge, about how far w’as that from the 
bridge, w r ould you say? A. The first car, the front of the 
first car w’asn’t a distance of more than five feet away from 
the bridge. 

Q. Now’, howr about the second one? A. The cars—the 
second car was parked immediately in back of that, giving 
barely space enough for it to turn out on to the highway 
proper. 

Q. Now, as you came— 

Mr. Moore: May I just ask—I assume you want 
clear it up, wrhen he says back of it, do you mean farth 
up John Street toward the gate? 


li¬ 

on 


lr 



3444 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

The Witness: That is right, parallel to the curb, both 
facing, both cars facing the direction of the bridge. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, about how much 
space was there between the two cars? A. A matter of two 
feet or more, just enough to give the driver of the car 
clearance in getting back on to the lane of traffic. 

Q. Now, about how long would you say Officer Krise was 
in the glare of your headlights, that is, was in, was 

6607 visible to you? A. That particular space, just long 
enough for him to take, a matter of three or four 

steps. 

Q. I see. Are your eyes pretty good, by the way? A. I 
have never had any occasion to call on any doctors. 

Q. Then he, as I understand it, he ran between the two 
cars on to the sidewalk? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At that point? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And then, when did you see him next? A. As I got out 

of the rear of our car, we proceeded from here and stopped 

directlv in the center of the street. 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, the Sergeant has indicated 
a point which would be about opposite the second car that 
he has previously referred to. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Is that correct, Ser¬ 
geant? A. That is right. 

Q. Then what did you do? A. I left, the car body right 
side, and stepped around the back, followed the same course 
through there as Krise had taken to the sidewalk. 

Q. Do you mean that you followed, went between the two 
cars that Officer Krise had previously stepped be- 

6608 tween? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I see. About how long after you saw him step 
on to the sidewalk would you say you stepped onto the side¬ 
walk? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I, is that quite fair, to say that he 
saw Officer Krise step on the sidewalk? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, that you saw Of¬ 
ficer Krise dart, go between the two cars, how long would it 
be between that time and the time that you were on the 
sidewalk? A. Well, now, if I am not somewhat elephantine 
in my movement, sometimes I can move pretty fast and a 
matter of a few sections from the time I got out of that 
car and in there, in fact I got out of the car while it was 
still in motion. 
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Q. In other words, the situation required your elephan¬ 
tine proportions to move rapidly, is that right? A. That 
is right. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I do not wish to interrupt 
you. I think you asked the Sergeant, but I didn’t get the 
answer, where his car was when he got out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he told us, he said that 
his car was parked in the street approximately opposite 
the place where the second of the two cars that he pad 
previously referred to, was parked. 

Mr. Moore: Now, then,— 

6609 Trial Examiner Bloom: Then he said that he got 
out of the back of that ear and went— 

The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, out of the car and went 
around the back of it and stopped between the two parked 
car onto the sidewalk. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Ts that correct, Ser¬ 
geant? A. That is right. 

Mr. Moore: I wonder if we are using the correct terins. 
Of course, the cars are along, the cars along the sidewalk 
he has described were parked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

The Witness: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: Do you think it is proper to say he parked 


his car ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he stopped his car. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Is that right? A. It 
wasn’t parked, it was just like in the middle of the street, 
Officer Reed was called and he left the car and he brought 
up the guns. 

Mr. Moore: Tear gas guns? 

The Witness: That is right, the tear gas guns, as we 
called for them. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) I see. Now, you 
6610 were on the sidewalk and -where was Officer Kr^se 
at the time? A. About, at the intersection of ihe 
bridge proper and the street on the sidewalk way. 

Q. He was there ? A. He was about there, that was, about 
that general side, it may have been a foot or so either way 
on the bridge, that I seen the flash of the first fire, between 
there. 



3446 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOK BEL. BOABD. 

Q. Well, how far away were you from the flash of the 
first fire when you saw it f A. A distance not exceeding the 
length of two small automobiles, six foot, about it, several 
feet intervening, I would say not more than twenty feet. 

Q. Where were you at that time? A. On this sidewalk. 

Q. You were on the sidewalk by that time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How far w’as the crowd from you at that point, the 
nearest one, the nearest individuals making up the crowd? 
A. The nearest person to me was Krise and the several 
other men there that I could definitely distinguish, just 
how many, until I got to Doc, that there was two men there, 
both were then prone on the sidewalk. 

Q. Now—A. The bulk of the crowd was a matter 

6611 of eight, ten foot from Krise and the other two men. 

Q. I see. How much time would you say elapsed 
between the report of the first shot and the report of the 
second shot ? A. Long enough for me to move a distance of 
about thirty-five or forty feet, I would say they wouldn’t 
be more than three-quarters of a minute. 

Q. How far is thirty-five or forty feet with reference to 
this stage, so that we can get an approximation of dis¬ 
tance? A. Crossways on the stage? 

Q. You mean all the way across the stage? A. No, not 
the whole way across the stage, no. 

Q. Two-thirds, would you say? A. Thirty-five feet would 
be about to the second or third row of seats down there. 

(The witness indicated towards the seats of the audi¬ 
torium.) 

Q. How long did you say—were you running at that time 
or walking? A. I believe moving faster than a walk, I 
wouldn’t say that I was running, but at least going over 
into that direction, trying to see where I was going and 
where I was going, moving rapidly. 

Q. Well, would you say again that that would take 

6612 three-quarters of a minute to get from here to the 
second or third row of seats out there? 

(Counsel indicated.) 

A. It may not have been that long, I would not be able 
to actually state that time, it was very quick, it wasn’t a 
great space of time, because as I entered the sidewalk, I 
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naturally turned both ways to see just what we had to deal 
with, and T may have hesitated for a second or two at that 
particular spot, to see if there was anybody in back of me, 
and it was from between the firing of the first and the sec¬ 
ond shots, my best recollection would be about three-quar¬ 
ters of a minute. 

I don’t think it was any longer than that. 

Q. Well, now, how much time had elapsed, would you shy, 
between the time that you got up to, or between the firipg 
of the second shot and the time that you got to where Of¬ 
ficer Krise w T as? A. Oh, from the firing of the first shot? 

Q. No, the second shot, in other words, you heard tjhie 
first one and then you were on the move and then you heard 
the second. 

Now, how much time would you say elapsed between tjhe 
time of the second shot and the time when you got to Qf- 
ficer Krise ? A. Oh, when the second shot was fired, I was 
practically alongside of Officer Krise, probably 
6613 within a step or so, close enough to tell him and close 
enough to plainly see the gun in his right hand and 
his position there and in an erect position, of course, ahd 
seeing the crowd in front of us. 

Q. I see. Now, about the two men that you arrested, 
what did you do with them? 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner,— 

The Witness: We— 

Mr. Moore: —I am afraid— 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) These two men that were 
placed under arrest at that time? 

Mr. Moore: The testimony— I am just interrupting, be¬ 
cause I didn’t think the question was quite clear. The tes¬ 
timony is not to the effect that this man arrested— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I changed the question to the 
two men that were under arrest. 

The Witness: We took them from this position on the 
bridge to this end of the bridge. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Referring to the norjh 
west corner, Sergeant? A. Northwest corner, and we wete 
on the sidewalk with those two men between the abutment 
of the bridge and this first car, in a short space of about 
six feet or so. 
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6614 Q. I see. A. We laid there and we took them there 
because of the heavy concrete structure there and 

because of the amount of stones and other things were 
coming over there endangered them and they were injured 
and it was an almost impossibility to load them into vehicle 
for any transportation from that bridge in order to get 
them into something, we had to get them back here. 

Q. I see, then did von—A. Put them in a— 

Q. —put them in a car or what did you do with them ? A. 
We put them in a ear and instructed them to take them to 
the Lee Hospital. 

Q. Did you go along or stay on the bridge? A. I did 
not, I stayed on the street there for about two or three 
minutes and then the Officer and I proceeded on to Iron 
Street and turned right on Iron Street across Walnut up to 
Washington to the Public Safety Building and met the 
Chief of Police. 

Q. Now, with reference to these two men who were placed 
under arrest, did you ever do anything further in connec¬ 
tion with their arrest, did you ever take part in any pro¬ 
ceedings thereafter? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you please state what you did? A. On receiving 
the Chief of Police I instructed him as to what had 

6615 happened and told him what had happened and sug¬ 
gested that he require a report from the Doc as soon 

as possible and he instructed me to get that report and 
take charge of it. 

I immediately proceeded to the Lee Hospital, arriving 
there about 11:10. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I wonder if this is responsive to the 
court proceedings you were directing yourself to. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, all right, after 
being arrested were they ever charged with any crime 
to your knowledge? A. Now, when you say a crime— 

Q. Well, a misdemeanor or anything from misdemeanor 
up? A. I know what was charged on the city charge, I 
don’t know if anything was charged on the State or Com¬ 
monwealth. 

Q. Well, which one was charged with the city charge? A. 
The one who was injured by being hit, not the one who 
was shot. 
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Q. What happened to the proceedings, if you know? A. 
On the first hearing, the day following the affair, at my 
request, the first man was held over for further investiga¬ 
tion pending the outcome of the injury to the man who w^s 
shot. I did not attend a later hearing and don’t know wh^t 
the actions were there, except as I heard it from various 
other police. 

6616 Trial Examiner Bloom: As I told counsel yester¬ 
day, Mr. Moore, I don’t think you were here, but [I 

told Board’s counsel and Mr. Broun, that I think that tlje 
record should have a complete story there as to the final 
disposition of these arrest cases and if the counsel don ft 
put in the record certified copies of the final judgments qr 
decrees or orders, why, I suppose I will have to do it myself. 

I thought possibly this man might know what happened 
to them. 

Mr. Moore: Well, as far as I am concerned, I am very 
glad to have it done, of course, you appreciate the fact that 
it will mean a great deal of testimony as to policy behind 
actions. If that is desired, why, I will be very glad to trjp 
to produce it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, I think since there haJs 
been testimony here as to the fact that these men were ar¬ 
rested for disorders, it is the usual procedure in all case^ 
where a man is arrested for a crime of any kind, it cei 
tainly should be followed up and demonstrated whethe|r 
or not he was convicted or not. 

Mr. Moore: I take it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I want to find out, and I thinfc 
the Board should know, whether or not these men were eve 
convicted. 

6617 Mr. Moore: Well, I take it that you are not refer¬ 
ring to crimes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Misdemeanors— 

Mr. Moore: This witness is referring to a crime, as I un¬ 
derstand it, as something that is entirely within the juris¬ 
diction of the State and is not within the jurisdiction— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am using crime in a gen¬ 
eral sense, if a man did sufficient to be arrested for it, I want 
to find out whether that is sufficient in the mind of som^ 
one here in the case or in the mind of a competent judicial 
officer, was sufficient to result in a conviction. 
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The Witness: Maybe, I could clarify that. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Rose: May we know, the witness referred to one man 
having some kind of— 

Trial Examiner: Well, he says he doesn’t know what 
happened to him. 

Mr. Rose: If the witness know’s, may we have the man’s 
name? 

The Witness: Do you know the name of the man 

6618 that had the hearing? 

Mr. Moore: He said the other man who was not 

shot. 

Mr. Rose: Do you recall the name of that man? 

The Witness: Well, it is Andy Cendo, or something of 
that sort. 

Mr. Rose: C-e-n-d-o? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any further questions of this 
witness ? 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then that is all. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take an adjournment 
here, until, say, 1 o’clock, and then go ahead until 3, that 
will be sufficient time to get a snack. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, we may be a few minutes late but we 
will be here within five minutes or so, anyway. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. The hearing is ad¬ 
journed until 1 p. m. 

(Thereupon, at 12:20 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
until 1 o’clock p. m.) 

6619 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed pursuant to re¬ 
cess at 1:15 p. m.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Mallory; will you please take the stand? 

George C. Mallory a witness called by and on behalf <j>f 
the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined ai^d 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Mallory, will you please state 
your full name, spelling it so that the record may be cor¬ 
rect? A. My full name is George C. Mallory, G-e-o-r-gne 
C. M-a-l-l-o-r-y. 

Q. Thank you, where do you reside, Mr. Mallory? A. 
Ill Adams Street. 

Q. That is Johnstown, is it? A. Ninth Ward. 

Q. By whom are you employed, if you are employed? A. 
By the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q. How long have you been employed by that company? 
A. 27 years or more. 

6620 Q. What is your present employment with tha^; 
company, what is the nature of it? A. I am employed 

as a watchman at the gas station or Iron Street gate. 

Q. Where is that gate located? A. That is— 

Q. At what streets or any other way of locating the gate f 
A. It is the west end of Iron Street, intersecting with John 
Q. The gate is at the intersection, is that correct? A 
That’s right. 

Q. How long have you been a watchman? A. The las 
17 years. 

Q. How long have you been the gateman at the Iroii 
Street gate? A. Since about, since April, 1936. 

Q. That has been your regular place of employment 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Your regular assignment? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. To be watchman at that gate? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you tell me just generally what the nature of youi) 
work is, what it is that you do in performing your) 

6621 duties as a watchman? A. The nature of my duties 
as a watchman are identifying men going in, seeing 

that traffic, seeing that cars, get out properly. 
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Q. Out of the gate, you mean ? A. Out of the gate with¬ 
out any collisions, and also to direct the traffic into the gas 
station to be served. 

Q. Is the gas station located near the gate, or not? A. 
Approximately twenty feet from the watch box. 

Q. Is that a public gas station which any member of 
the public can drive into and buy gasoline—A. No. sir. 

Q. —or not? A. That is a company gasoline station for 
the employees. 

Q. "Which side of the gate is the gasoline station located 
on with reference to the Iron Street? A. The Gasoline sta¬ 
tion faces Iron Street on John. 

Q. As you go in the gate, on which side of the gate is the 
gas station ? A. Going into the gate it is on the left hand 
side of the gate. 

Q. Is the gas station open to the street or not? A. It is 
entered by a little turn after you go into the gate, you go 
in through the gate, then you make a left hand turn into 
the gas station. 

6622 Q. Is there a fence between the gas station and 
the street or not? A. Yes, there is an iron fence. 

Q. Now, you said in describing the nature of what you 
do, that you identify men, I believe, will you tell me what 
you mean by that? A. Well, each man that is an employee 
of the Bethlehem is presented with an identification check 
to show that he actually is an employee, which he must 
present as he enters into the gate, that I identify. 

Q. I see, now, if I may— 

Mr. Broun: May I ask a slightly leading question, Mr. 
Examiner, just to clear up the meaning of that particular 
point? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) As I understand, then, you mean by 
identifying the men that you look at those checks to see 
that only persons get on the property who are entitled to 
be on the property? A. That’s right. 

Q. Were you on duty performing your function as a 
watchman in June, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember upon what date the strike began 
among the employees at the Cambria plant of the 

6623 Bethlehem Steel Company? A. The strike of the 
steel plant was on June 11th. 
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Q. Do you remember what hour? A. Called for eleven 
o ’clock that night. 

Q. At what hour do the shifts change in the Cambria 
plant? A. The shifts change at seven, three and eleve^i. 

Q. Is that seven a. m., three p. m. and eleven p. m.? 
That’s right. 

Q. Were you on duty as a watchman after June 11th apd 
throughout the period of the strike? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you continue to perform the same duties that 
you had performed prior to the strike, or different dutie^? 
A. The same duties. 

Q. Did vou work as a watchman on June 11, 1937? A. 
did. 

Q.What turn were you on, what hours did you work o^i 
that, day, do you remember? A. My regular turn that wajs 
—my regular turn that day was scheduled from four to 
twelve, the police department worked from eight in the 
morning to four in the afternoon, from four in the after¬ 
noon to twelve midnight and twelve midnight to eight. 

My regular time was four to twelve, but I change 
6624 with one of the other watchmen so I would hav|> 
the daylight shift that day. I worked from eight to 
four, June 11th. 

Q. What did you mean in your answer, Mr. Mallory, 
when you used the phrase, 44 Police Department”? A. 
beg your pardon? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, will you read back the wit 
ness’ answer? 

(The reporter read the last answer of the witness ajt 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: That’s enough, now, my question is, Mij 
Mallory, what you meant by the term “police department.’ 

The Witness: I would mean by the police department 
that is the only department that I know of that worked 
that turn, and that is the reason why I specified police de 
partment. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is the department in which you work 
and which includes the steel company watchmen generally- 
referred to as the police department throughout the com 
munity, or not? A. No, sir, that is referred to as Cambri^i 
watchmen or Bethlehem watchmen. 



3454 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Q. Is that what you meant when you referred to 

6625 police department in your answer? 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you mean when you 
referred to police department? 

The Witness: I meant the watchmen of that department, 
we were in former years, we were called, the police de¬ 
partment, but in these later years we have been called 
watchmen or property custodians. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was a change made in the powers 
which you had and could exercise or not at any time after 
the department ceased to be called the police department, 
or about the time it ceased to be called the police depart¬ 
ment? 

Mr. Rose: Now, I don’t understand what counsel means 
by that, a change by the result of law of the state of Penn¬ 
sylvania, or some law or something? 

Mr. Broun: We are trying to find out, Mr. Examiner, 
the witness has referred to the fact that the department 
in which he works was at one time called by one term, ap¬ 
parently now by another, and I would like to find out just 
what the situation is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead ana tell us. 

The Witness: A uniformed officer conducting watchmen’s 
business is usually referred to as a policeman, that is my 
term of that particular question that you asked. 

6626 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, as I understand it, you 
worked on the eight a. m. to four p. m. turn on June 

11th? A. That’s right. 

Q. Where did you work? A. The gas station gate, Iron 
Street. 

Q. Is that the gate which is also referred to as the Iron 
Street gate? A. Iron Street gate. 

Q. Now, can you tell me, Mr. Mallory, whether or not 
at that time, that is to say June 11, 1937, and thereabouts, 
you had any powers or jurisdiction to take any action off 
of the property of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. We 
had the power to act off of the property, it was never 
exercised. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, I object to that. Mr. Examiner, it 
is not responsive and he is apparently now talking for 
the entire watchmen or police department as he refers to it. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it may be that Mr. Rose is 
correct, I am inclined to think he is, the identification <|>f 
the period of time in my question is not clear, I would li^e 
to withdraw it and restate the question, fixing a period of 
time. 

6627 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Prior to January 1, 1936, did 
you have any jurisdiction as a police officer duly sworn in 
by the State or City authorities and running back for a 
period of two years? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that question, it is very confusing, 
it has a couple of different things in it, I think it is inpt- 
proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will let it stand. 

Mr. Rose: Well, he said that before I could get a chancje 
to say anything, Mr. Examiner, I don’t know if it means 
anything. 

Mr. Broun: I withdraw that question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this being the third trf, 
let’s get it right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In June, 1937, Mr. Mallory, did yob 
have any power or jurisdiction to act as a police office 
or exercise any police powers outside of the property, off 
the property, of the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, I object to that, I want to be showp 
what is meant by police powers, he has already told us 
what his duties are as a watchman, if the question is di¬ 
rected to find out if he had the same powers prior to a spe¬ 
cific date mentioned, I have no objection. 

6628 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness in answer¬ 
ing the question created in the record, it seems to 

me, a doubt as to whether or not he had any powers as a 
duly sworn-in officer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he has not as yet testified 
that he was a duly sw’orn-in officer. My assumption at thijs 
point is that his duties were limited to those he stated, ijf 
he, in fact, had duties. 

Mr. Broun: That is what I would like to find out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think we can find out aboujt 
it, but I don’t think that question will do us much good. 

Mr. Broun: Very well, 1 will again withdraw the queq 
tion, Mr. Examiner. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Mallory, did you have any other 
powers or duties than those you have stated as a watch¬ 
man in June, 1937? A. Only on the company prop- 

6629 erty. 

Q. You had completed your work on June 11, 
1937 ? A. I came back, was called back to work about 1:30 
Saturday morning, June 12th. 

Q. Where did you go to work? A. The Iron Street gas 
station gate. 

Q. When did you terminate that period of work? A. Six, 
about a quarter of seven. 

Q. P. M. or A. M.? A. A. M. 

Q. On Saturday, June 12th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you given any instructions at that time by any 
of your superiors as to the performance of your duties? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Who are your superiors? A. Chief Burgman, Cap¬ 
tain— 

Q. Is he your immediate superior? A. He is. 

Q. Now, by immediate superior, Mr. Mallory, I mean, is 
he the man just above you in line of authority to whom you 
report and from whom you take orders? A. No, sir, no, sir. 
Q. WTio is that? A. That is Lieutenant Rock, Lieutenant 
Rock and Lieutenant Davison. 

6630 Q. Were those men your superiors in June, 1937, 
just as they are now? A. They were, they worked 

different turns. 

Q. Who was the next highest man, if any one, above those 
two that you have named, Rock and Davison? A. Captain 
McGraw. 

Q. And who is above Captain McGraw? A. Chief Burg¬ 
man. 

Q. Was that the situation in June, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How do you spell Burgman? A. B-u-r-g-m-a-n. 

. Q. What is his first name? A. Albert. 

Q. Now, I believe you said that Lieutenants Davison and 
Rock worked in June different turns. A. June 11th, from 
June 11th on. 

Q. What were their turns from June 11th on through 
the period of the strike, if you know? 

;Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner, I don’t see what bear¬ 
ing this has on the case, we have had a lot of the set-up of 
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the whole Bethlehem Steel department, I don’t know wl|iat 
bearing it has. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

6631 Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer, jgo 
ahead. 

The Witness: Lieutenant Davison was daylight sh^ft 
from six in the morning to six p. m.; Lieutenant Rock 
was six p. m. to six a. m. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, now, that is a twelve-hour shift 
and I believe you told me that your shift, just prior to the 
strike, was eight to four, which is eight hours? A. Correct. 

Q. Did you continue to work ah eight-hour shift? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. During the strike? What were your hours at that 
time? A. My hours were from six p. m. till six a. m. 

Q. That is the same shift as Lieutenant Rock worked? 
A. That is right. 

Q. Did you work that shift or turn throughout the strike? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At the same place? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where? A. Iron Street gas station gate. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

6632 Q. Were you the only watchman stationed at that 
gate? A. No, sir. 

Q. How many others were stationed there on your turn 
during the strike? A. Lieutenant Rock and James Smith. 

Q. Did Lieutenant Rock stay there all the time? A. Nb, 
sir. 

Q. Then, is it correct that when Lieutenant Rock was 
away, the only watchman there were you and James Smith? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Can you explain what you mean by that? A. When 
Lieutenant Rock left to make his— 

Mr. Rose: I object to what he left to do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When he left, go ahead, don’t 
tell us where he went, just tell us whether he went away 
or not. 

The Witness: Right. Lieutenant Rock left, Dewey Eck^l 
took his place. 

Mr. Rose: Who? 

The Witness: Dewey Eckel. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Mallory, did you have any other 
powers or duties than those you have stated as a watch¬ 
man in June, 1937 ? A. Only on the company prop- 

6629 erty. 

Q. You had completed your work on June 11, 
1937 ? A. I came back, was called back to work about 1:30 
Saturday morning, June 12th. 

Q. Where did you go to work? A. The Iron Street gas 
station gate. 

Q. When did you terminate that period of work? A. Six, 
about a quarter of seven. 

Q. P. M. or A. M.? A. A. M. 

Q. On Saturday, June 12th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you given any instructions at that time by any 
of your superiors as to the performance of your duties? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Who are your superiors? A. Chief Burgman, Cap¬ 
tain— 

Q. Is he your immediate superior? A. He is. 

Q. Now, by immediate superior, Mr. Mallory, I mean, is 
he the man just above you in line of authority to whom you 
report and from whom you take orders? A. No, sir, no, sir. 
Q. WTio is that? A. That is Lieutenant Rock, Lieutenant 
Rock and Lieutenant Davison. 

6630 Q. Were those men your superiors in June, 1937, 
just as they are now? A. They were, they worked 

different turns. 

Q. Who was the next highest man, if any one, above those 
two that you have named, Rock and Davison? A. Captain 
McGraw. 

Q. And who is above Captain McGraw? A. Chief Burg¬ 
man. 

Q. Was that the situation in June, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How do you spell Burgman? A. B-u-r-g-m-a-n. 

. Q. What is his first name? A. Albert. 

Q. Now, I believe you said that Lieutenants Davison and 
Rock worked in June different turns. A. June 11th, from 
June 11th on. 

Q. What -were their turns from June 11th on through 
the period of the strike, if you know? 

.'Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner, I don’t see what bear¬ 
ing this has on the case, we have had a lot of the set-up of 
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the whole Bethlehem Steel department, I don’t know what 
bearing it has. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

6631 Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer, go 
ahead. 

The Witness: Lieutenant Davison was daylight shift 
from six in the morning to six p. m.; Lieutenant Rock 
was six p. m. to six a. m. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, now, that is a twelve-hour shift 
and I believe you told me that your shift, just prior to the 
strike, was eight to four, which is eight hours? A. Correct. 

Q. Did you continue to work ah eight-hour shift? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. During the strike? What were your hours at th^t 
time? A. My hours were from six p. m. till six a. m. 

Q. That is the same shift as Lieutenant Rock worked? 
A. That is right. 

Q. Did you work that shift or turn throughout the strik^? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At the same place? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where? A. Iron Street gas station gate. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

6632 Q. Were you the only watchman stationed at that 
gate? A. No, sir. 

Q. How many others were stationed there on your turn 
during the strike ? A. Lieutenant Rock and James Smith. 

Q. Did Lieutenant Rock stay there all the time? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Then, is it correct that when Lieutenant Rock was 
away, the only watchman there were you and James Smitlji? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Can you explain what you mean by that? A. When 
Lieutenant Rock left to make his— 

Mr. Rose: I object to what he left to do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When he left, go ahead, don't 
tell us where he went, just tell us whether he went away 
or not. 

The Witness: Right. Lieutenant Rock left, Dewey Eck<^l 
took his place. 

Mr. Rose: Who? 

The Witness: Dewey Eckel. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that? 

Mr. Broun: How do you spell his name ? 

The Witness: E-c-k-e-L 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And Dewey is D-e-w-e-y! A. 
D-e-w-e-y. 

Q. Is he a watchman? A. Yes. 

6633 Q. At the Bethlehem Steel? Were you on duty 
at the Iron Street gate for your turn, six p. m. to 

six a. m. on the evening of June 14th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. June 15th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me what you saw at that gate when you 
came on duty at, or about six p. m.f June 14, 1937? A. 
When I came on duty, I saw about six or eight, I would 
say eight pickets, not directly in front of the gate, but 
across the street. 

Q. Is that across John Street? A. Across John Street. 
Q. Where? A. At the intersection of John and Iron. 

Q. What did you see those pickets doing? A. Just stand¬ 
ing in a group. 

Q. Did those pickets continue to be there, or did you see 
them go away? A. They were there for quite a while. 

Q. Where were you stationed at the gate, did you have 
any particular place that you remained in? A. Outside of 
the watch box. 

6634 Q. Well, now, can you describe briefly for us, the 
watch box, its location and where it is situated with 

reference to Iron Street and the gate? A. The watch box 
is built on an “L” shape and sets at the northwestern cor¬ 
ner of Iron and John Street intersection. Its size is about 
ten foot square. 

Q. Now, is it square or ell shape? A. The watch box? 

Q. Which do you mean ? A. The watch box is square, the 
ell, that is on the watch box, is our locker room, all under 
one roof, it makes— 

Q. All under one roof or not? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. All under one roof? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Go ahead, is there a door in the watch box ? A. There 
is a door in the watch box., 

Q. Where is that located? A. It is located at the side, 
facing the gas station, or the side facing John Street, on 
the southwestern side of the watch box. 
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Q. Does that door open onto John Street or on to com¬ 
pany property? A. On to company property. 

6635 Q. But, if you were standing in reference to John 
Street, which way would you be looking? A. Straight 

over John Street. 

Q. Straight over John Street towards the Pennsylvania 
depot? A. No, sir, that is Iron Street, John Street is to¬ 
wards the— 

W Q. Would you be looking towards the John Street bridge? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, where did you stay, approximately, with 
reference to that door during the evening after six o’clock 
on June 14, 1937 ? A. There is a window' directly in front 
of the watch box that you, if you sat at your, at the desk, 
you can look direct over Iron Street, John Street. 

Q. And you w’ould be looking, then, towards the Pennsyl¬ 
vania Station? A. No, I made a mistake in that, I meant 
John Street, to the John Street bridge, clear view. 

Q. Yes. A. And, I was standing in front of that window 
on the outside of the building. 

Q. Is that on company property or on city property, the 
street? A. That is company property. 

6636 Q. Well, nowr, will you tell me wiiether the number 
of persons in the street near the gate at the time 

after six p. m. increased or decreased? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner, there has been 
no testimony that anybody was near the gate. He said they 
were on the other side of the street, as I recall. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I will withdraw^ the question 
in answer to Mr. Rose’s objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did the number of people who were 
either in the street or across the street or anywhere in the 
general vicinity of the intersection of Iron and John Street 
and Iron Street gate, after six p. m. on the evening of June 
14th, increase or decrease? A. They increased. 

Q. At, say eight o’clock, approximately how many peop 
were there? A. Eight o’clock, approximately 75 to a hun¬ 
dred people or possibly a little more, that is just an esti¬ 
mate. 

Q. Where were those people? A. On both sides of the 
sidewalk, both sides of the street, on the sidewalk, on Johp 
Street, both sides of the sidewalk on Iron Street. 
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Q. Were there any people in the street? A. Not at that 
particular time. 

Q. Did people thereafter get in the street? A. 

6637 Yes, sir. 

Q. Did the crowd continue to increase, or did it 
decrease after eight o’clock? A. It increased. 

Q. Will you tell me whether it increased to any large 
extent or not, and describe how the increase took place, 
if there was one? A. From eight o’clock on, the crowd in¬ 
creased in numbers. They came from three different di¬ 
rections, but mostly from the Cambria City section up the 
boulevard over the John Street bridge. 

Q. How did you know that? A. From my position I could 
see them coming and it was just like a show letting out. 

Mr. Rose: What was that? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead. 

A. There was whistling and hollering on the boulevard 
and that is what attracted my attention to these people 
coming up. 

Q. Well, now, how large a crowd got there within, say, 
half an hour from eight o’clock? A. Well, I would say that 
the crowd swelled to the neighborhood of about five, six 
hundred. 

Q. Did it continue to increase thereafter or not? A. Yes, 
sir. 

6638 Q. About how large did the crowd get when it was 
at its largest size? A. I would estimate it at about 

tvro thousand or more. 

Q. Was the street, the intersection around the gate filled 
with people or not ? A. The street and sidewalks were all 
filled. 

Q. Now, to get back to the time when this crowd of people 
was coming, did you recognize any members of the crowd? 
A. I recognized two members of the crowd. 

Q. Two? What was the crowd doing when it began to ar¬ 
rive in any appreciable number, vrhat were the members 
of the crowd doing? 

Mr. Rose: If they were doing anything. 

Mr. Broun: Of course. 

The Witness: They began to mill around the gate in 
picket form, making a complete circle in front of the gate. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, just go ahead and describe the 
scene for us, if you will, Mr. Mallory, and tell us what }rou 
saw the crowd doing, what you heard, if you heard any¬ 
thing? A. About 8:15, the crowd swelled considerably, hnd 
at that particular time is when I noticed particularly tpat 
the pickets had arrived that I knew they were pi 

6639 ets, the reason that I knew, I recognized two men 
the crowd— 

Mr. Rose: Well, let’s have what he saw, Mr. Exanrii 

Mr. Broun: Recognize means “see,” it seems to pie, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Rose: Well, he is giving us reasons for some of 

Mr. Broun: I would like the witness to continue—I th: 
his answer is entirely responsive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: These two men seemed to be in charge. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, don’t— 

Mr. Rose: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out by consent. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Don’t say, Mr. Mallory, what seenjis, 
just tell us what you saw. 

The Witness: I saw these two men tell these other peoble 
that were picketing, I say “people,” because there were 
both men and women. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Yes. A. This one man in particul 
told them to form their line and keep it formed. The otl^er 
man— 

Q. What was the name of that man, do you know, is 
one of the men you recognized? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was his name ? A. His name was Georke 

6640 Fetzko. 

Q. Do you know how to spell that? A. Yes, sir. | 

Q. Please tell us. A. G-e-o-r-g-e F-e-t-z-k-o, George 
Fetzko. 

Q. Well, now, can you tell us what, if anything, you spw 
George Fetzko do or sav? A. George Fetzko took the hekd 
of this procession that was milling around in front of the 
gate and he told them, “Leave any of the cars out that want 
to come out, but don’t leave none of them in, keep to¬ 
gether.” 

And that milling kept on until the crowd got larger. 


ar 
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Q. Well, now, you said that you recognized one other 
man in that crowd, is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see him doing anything at that time ? A. He 
was milling around and boisterously talking. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out “boisterously.” 

The Witness: Boisterously. 

Mr. Broun: The word “boisterously,” vou mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you tell me, if you remember, 
anything that you heard him say? 

Mr. Rose: Well, who is “he,” we still haven’t got 

6641 his name. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know the name of the 
man? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What’s the name? A. Jose Jaime. 

Q. How do you sell that? A. It is spelled J-o-s-e. 

Q. Yes. A. J-a-i-m-e. 

Q. I see. Well, now, can you tell me anything that you 
heard Jose Jaime say, spelled as you spelled it? A. Jose 
Jaime said, “Stay in a group, don’t break the lines, just 
keep milling around, just keep walking around.” 

Q. Well, now, go ahead, Mr. Mallory, and tell us what the 
crowd did. A. Well, that kept on until the crowd increased 
to its, to almost its height, I don’t know just exactly when 
it reached its height, but then they seemed to be so many 
there that there was no possible chance of real picketing at 
that time and Jaime made the remark, “They never saw 
any picketing at this gate, they will tonight.” 

Q. Go ahead. A. Then the crowd assumed such propor¬ 
tions that there was absolutely no chance of picketing. 

6642 Q. Did any automobiles attempt to go in and out 
of the gate or go in and out of the gate during dur¬ 
ing the time that you are describing? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see anthing happen in connection with the 
automobiles? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you see? A. I saw the one car stoned, two 
cars forced back a considerable distance from the gate and 
turned away. 

Q. Will you describe to me how a car was forced back, 
the two cars forced back from the gate? A. Yes, sir, the 
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one car on trying to enter the gate was swarmed around ^>y 
the people there at the gate and the rear end of the car w^s 
picked up bodily and taken back. The car had no tracticjn, 
a considerable distance from the gate. The other car— 




Mr. Rose: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, unless we haye 
some, unless we know who did it or something, or was tl}is 
general in the crowd? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, well, T will let it stand. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Mallory. 

6643 A. The other car, Fetzko said, “Upset the son-of-ja- 
bitch, don’t let him in.” 

Q. Go ahead. A. That is all the cars that tried to get in 
at that particular time. 

Q. Now, as I understand it, you say the cars were stoned? 
A. There -were stones thrown by some on in the crowd. 

Q. Was anything other than stones thrown? A. Ye^, 
sir. 

Q. What else, can you tell me what was thrown? A. 
Roofing nails and tacks. 

Q. Anything else? A. Not that I know of. 

Q. Were a few stones and roofing nails and tacks throwh, 
or what was the quantity, if you know? A. Considerab! 
of both. 

Q. Considerable of both? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you see George Fetzko throw anything ? A. I di 
not. 

Q. Did any of these stones or roofing nails come in you 
direction? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see Fetzko try to keep any automobiles ont 
of the gate? A. Fetzko was one of the parties thait 

6644 tried to keep the cars out. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike that out, the answer i^ 
right in the question. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness gave testimony 
as to what Fetzko said, and it seems to me in the light of 
that, the question is not objectionable. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above se^; 
forth.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: That objection is sustained and 
inquiry along the line of that particular question is barred. 
In other words, the witness has been told everything that 
you could possibly derive from an answer. It would be 
impossible to find out from any answer that this witness 
might give what the facts really are. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell fully, Mr. Mallory, 
what you saw Mr. Jose Jaime do at about the time that you 
have described ? 

Mr. Rose: If he saw him do anything 1 ? 

Mr. Broun: Of course. 

The Witness: Jose Jaime moved over from his position 
that he was at at the time that Fetzko attempted to push 
the car back. 

Mr. Rose: There is no testimony to that effect, and 

6645 I object to that as not responsive. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me that the witness is en¬ 
titled to establish the time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the answer so far. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer of the witness as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, that last part will be 
stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, will you go ahead and answer 
the question, do you remember the question now? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What Jaime did. 

The Witness: Then Jaime— 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question back to Mr. Mal¬ 
lory? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness wants to think it 
over a little bit, just take your time. 

The Witness: Jose Jaime assumed charge of the crowd. 

Mr. Rose: I object to what he assumed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Mallory. A. He told 
the people surrounding him there at that particular part to 
keep as close together as possible in order to keep the cars 
from coming in the plant, so he surged over toward the 
watch box and the crowd followed him over, getting 

6646 worse, angrier all the time, it seemed to me. 
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Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the char¬ 
acterization, this witness’ conclusions. 

6647 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Mallory. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is just an opinion, go ahead. 

The Witness: That’s about all that Jaime done at that 
particular time. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, did he do anything at some 
other time on that evening in the crowd that you have de¬ 
scribed as being there, or as his being in? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me what else he did that you saw him dc|? 
A. Later on in the evening he sort of rushed one of the city 
officers that were there when they— 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what he did. 

Mr. Rose: Let’s see what he did, let’s have what he did 

The Witness: That’s what he did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, describe precisely wh^t 
he did do. 

The Witness: He came over with the crowd to try to 
keep this other crowd from coming into the plant. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was the city officer to whoi^i 

6648 you referred in the auto to which you referred, or 
not? A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, where was the officer to whom you referred? 
A. On the street, about ten foot away from the entrance to 
the plant. 

Q. Now you say that Jaime, as I understand you, more 
or less directed or assumed charge in one place? 

Mr. Rose: 1 object to that, Mr. Examiner, that was 
stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I think not. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one else behave in the same 
way that you saw Jaime behaving? A. Yes, there werle 
others there just assurged forward when the car was com¬ 
ing into the plant in an effort to stop the car from entering 
the plant. 

Mr. Rose: I object to the conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was a lane left open through thi^ 
crowd for automobiles to pass, or not? 
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Mr. Rose: That is a leading question, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: I don’t see how that can possibly be a lead¬ 
ing question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: There was no lane left open. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Who, of the two men, that 

6649 you recognized, if you know, arrived at the Iron 
Street gate first? A. I noticed Fetzko first. 

Q. And then you noticed Jaime, did you? A. After¬ 
wards. 

Q. Where were they at the time, can you tell me? 

Mr. Rose: What time, Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Broun: I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you tell me where Fetzko went 
or where he was when you first recognized him? A. He was 
coming over John Street when I first recognized him. 

Q. Where did he go? A. To about the center of the en¬ 
trance, paused for a few minutes and went over to the Iron 
Street side, northwestern end of Iron Street. 

Q. Had Jaime arrived at that time or not? A. Not to 
my knowledge. 

Q. What did Fetzko do ? A. Formed his picket line. 

Q. Can you— 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, let us know 
what he did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, now, what station did 

6650 Fetzko take, and will you tell me what, if anything he 
said, and did to the men? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What place did he take, did he as¬ 
sume any particular place at the gate? 

Mr. Rose: What he said and what he did— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, will you 
please ? 

Mr. Broun: I withdraw it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Fetzko assume any particular 
place or position with reference to the gate and did he say 
anything to the men at the time at that place? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Leave off the second part of the 
question. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 
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Mr. Rose: I object to the first part “Did Fetzko assume 
anything”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s all right, go ahead. 

The Witness: Fetzko, when he came there, when I first 
noticed him, he came across John Street, crossed over i^i 
front of the entrance to the gate to the northwestern end of 
John Street, or of Iron Street, rather, and stopped, paused, 
rather, then took up a position of picketing around the gate 
in a circle. 

Q. And now, will you go ahead and tell me what 
6651 you saw Fetzko do if anything and others at that 
time and that place. A. Well, this picket crowd wak 
milling around the gate and Fetzko said something to on^ 
of the other men, each time that he made a trip around, that 
he passed in front of the watch box, Janies Smith and I wag 
standing there Smith said, “Do you hear what he said?” 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, do we have to have a conversation 
with James Smith, who is James Smith? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is entirely responsive, it 
seems to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: James Smith is the watchman, as the wit¬ 
ness testified. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think that has any materiality at the 
hearing here, it is pure hearsay. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Mallory. A. I said 
to Smith I did not catch his retort, or what he said, but or| 
the next round that he made, that was about the fourty 
round that he made, he said, “Get his badge number” td 
the man directly back of him. Then he made the turn to gq 
back towards John Street for another turn around the gateJ 


Then I said to Smith, “He wants your badge num- 
6652 ber” so we said, I said, “so we may as well give it 
to him”, so I took, I was standing in this position. 

(The witness demonstrated.) 

At the time, so 1 turned around so as he could get a look 
at my badge number. T said, “If that will do him any good, 
let him have it”. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, go ahead and tell me what 
Fetzko did, if anything, or what you saw him do, if any- 
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thing, and what happened in the general location in front of 
the gate after that? A. After that particular incident of 
the badge, the crowd assumed large proportions and there 
wasn’t much more doing at that time. 

Q. Had Jaime arrived at that time or not? A. Yes, 
Jaime had arrived. 

Q. Had he gone to any particular place with reference 
to the gates ? A. He went into the line, the picket line. 

Q. Will you tell me what, if anything, you saw Jaime do 
at that time, and if you need to do so, to answer both ques¬ 
tions at the same time, what if anything you saw Fetzko do 
at the same time? 

Mr. Rose: Well, let’s have one question at a time. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me that adds up to one question, 
Mr. Examiner. 

6653 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if it doesn’t com¬ 
plicate the witness too much, go ahead. 

The Witness: Jaime assumed his position in the line 
and milled around the same as the other pickets. On each 
turn he made a nasty remark. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did he say? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know what he said? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. What did he sav? A. One thing he said, and very 
particularly stands out in my mind, was ‘‘look at the scabs, 
the flatfeet, won’t their daddies be proud of them, won’t 
their children be proud of their daddies when they grow 
up.’’ 

Q. Is that all? A. That w^as on the one turn. 

6654 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead. A. The next turn 
around Jaime made the remark, “Rats” and 

“scabs.” 

Q. Did he say anything else? A. Not at that particular 
time. 

Q. Well, will you go ahead, Mr. Mallory, and you don’t 
have to restrict yourself to the particular moment, but if 
you did, do remember that Jamie said anything. A. Jamie 
called us, that is, Smith and myself, a nasty word at that 
time. 

Q. Well, go ahead, what was the word? A. Just a min¬ 
ute until I get it placed in my mind correct. You want it 
as he spoke it? 
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Q. Yes, just as he spoke it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, since the witness has som^ 
little hesitancy, just say it low to the reporter. 

The Witness: All right. He said, you God-damn flat 
feet. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead. A. “Keep in line, keeji 
your line intact that they can’t get through.” That is al| 
that Jamie said at that particular time of any consequence 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: What is it, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

6655 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you tell me, Mr. Mallory 
the size of the stones, approximately, that you sa 
thrown at the automobiles at the Iron Street gate that eve-i 
ning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. June 14th? A. About the size of an ordinary base^ 
ball. 


5 


Q. And— 

Mr. Rose: What size is that? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And, can you give me the approxi¬ 
mate size? 

The Witness: Did you ever play baseball ? 

Mr. Broun: I beg your pardon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you give me the approximate 
size of the nails that you saw thrown? A. They were roof¬ 
ing nails and I would estimate the length of those roofing 
nails at about an inch and a half and three inches. 

Q. You mean there were two types of nails? A. There 
was two types of nails and two types of tacks. 

Q. I see. Do you know any one who was hit with any of 
those nails or tacks? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that question, as to whether he 
knows, I think it should be whether he saw. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you remember the ques¬ 
tion? 


6656 Mr. Rose: We don’t know whether he was hit. 

Mr. Broun: It seems, Mr. Examiner, the man 
should know what he saw. 

Mr. Rose: Lets have his testimony in that respect. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you see any one hit? 

The Witness: I didn’t see any one hit, I was hit. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, you were hit! 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You were hit? Where were you 
hit? A. On the cheek. 

Mr. Broun: The witness indicated his left cheek. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may so show. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What were you hit with? A. A tack 
about five-eighths of an inch long. 

Q. Did it injure you in any way? A. It went clear 
through my cheek to my tooth. 

Q. You made the statement that—correct me if I am 
wrong—that Fetzko said, “Let cars come out of the gate 
but not go in.” Did any cars come out? 

Mr. Rose: I didn't hear the question. 

Mr. Broun: Let the question be read back for Mr. Rose. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That is on the evening of 

6657 June 14th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. While the crowd was there? Did any cars 
come out before eleven o'clock, or was it after eleven 
o’clock? A. It was before eleven o'clock. 

Q. Do you remember any specific automobile or any car 
which you can describe or identify in any way that came 
out of the gate? A. One of the company cars used as a 
patient-bearer, with a Red Cross on the side, was one car 
that came out of the gate and stoned. 

Q. 'Was it stoned when it came out of the gate? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Were many stones thrown, or only a few? A. Only a 
few when it went out. Fetzko, that is, w’hen Fetzko said, 
“Let the cars come out, but don’t let them go in.” 

Q. Well, now, go ahead and tell me what happened about 
cars going in, or coming out and what happened when cars 
tried to come back, if they did? A. When cars going out 
■weren’t molested, but cars attempted to go into the plant 
were stoned, or surrounded and really forced back, that 
they couldn’t go into the plant. 

Q. Did this patient car, as you have called it, come 

6658 back that evening before eleven o’clock? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you tell me what, if anything, was done by 
the crowd when that car came back? A. There were stones 
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thrown, one stone through the windshield and the side 
glass of the car. 

Q. Do you know who was in the cart A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who? A. Andy Captain. 

Q. How do you spell it, C-a-p-t-a— A. I am not positive. 
Mr. Shawe: What was the name? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Might it be C-a-p-t-a-i-n? A. "t 
may be spelt that way. 

Q. That is the way it sounds, isn’t it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, go ahead and tell me, if any one else wa[s 
in the car? A. Yes, sir, there was one other man in the 
car. 

Q. Do you know who he was? A. His last name was 
Furman. 

Q. F-u-r-m-a-n? A. 1 think that is the way it was spelt, 
there were t-wo of those Furman brothers, and I 

6659 don’t remember just what his first name was. 

Q. Do you know whether or not he was an em¬ 
ployee of the company at that time? A. He was. 

6660 Q. Do you know where he was employed? A. He 
was employed as an ambulance driver or what we 


term as a jitney driver, that is, to go and get patients and 
to take them to the dispensary. 

Q. Were many stones or only a few thrown at this pa¬ 
tient car at that time? A. There were quite a few. 

Q. Did you or did you not see any bricks thrown at that 
time or any other time? A. I did not. 

Q. That evening? 

Mr. Broun: Just a moment, Mr. Examiner, if you please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know, Mr. Mallory, where 
the property line of the Iron Street gate is of the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company? A. Yes. 

Q. How do you know that? A. Because it was marked 
with chalk and stakes. 

Q. At what time? A. I couldn’t say the exact time. 

Q. During the strike? A. Beg your pardon? 

Q. During the strike, do you mean, at the time qf 
6661 the strike was it marked and chalked? A. During 
the strike it was marked. 

Q. I see. Did you receive any instructions or did yolu 
in the performance of your duty as a watchman, give any 
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orders with respect to the cars of employees coming out of 
the Iron Street gate at the time of that evening of June 
14th or not? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, there are 
two questions there, in the first place, and it is entirely im¬ 
material. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained as to the form of the 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell us whether or not in 
the performance of your duty as a watchman on the even¬ 
ing of June 14th, you gave any orders or instructions as to 
whether the, as to the cars of workmen coming out, at the 
shifts, the change of shifts at 11 p.m. I 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as incompetent and imma¬ 
terial. What difference does it make what instructions he 
gave. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, 1 will let him 
answer. Go ahead. 

6662 The Witness: After the 11 o’clock shift I gave the 
instructions when the cars should come out. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) When did they come out that night, 
June 14th? A. After 11, between li and 12. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, Mr. Shawe? 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where were you employed prior to 
the time you became employed by the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany? A. Swank Hardware. 

Q. How long a period of time? A. Possibly two years. 

Q. Prior to that time, where were you employed? A. I 
was pretty young fellow then, I don’t know. 

Q. What? A. I was a pretty young fellow then. 

Q. Why, how old are you ? A. Forty-two. 

Q. How long did you say you were working for the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company? A. Twenty-seven years or more. 

Q. You mean, you went to work for the Bethlehem when 
you were fifteen? A. When I was fourteen. 

6663 Q. And what did you work at? A. In the, what 
is known at- that time as the rake shop. 
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Q. And, how long did you work in the rake shop? lA. 
Possibly a year and a half. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What sort of work is that? 

The Witness: That was making of rake teeth, rail an¬ 
chors, numerous other things for farm implements. 

Q. Are you sure you were working for the Bethlehelm 
Steel Company at that time? A. No, sir, I wasn’t. 

Q. You mean you are not sure? A. I wasn’t working for 
the Bethlehem Steel Company at that time. 

Q. What company were you working for? A. For the 
Cambria Steel Company. 

Q. Well, did you say on your direct examination that you 
w'orked for the Bethlehem Steel Company for tw^enty-sevqn 
years? A. I think I said that. 

Q. Well, is that correct? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if the witness so testified, 
didn’t notice it; if I had, T would have certainly corrected 
my— 

Mr. Rose: I am trying to straighten it out. 

6664 Trial Examiner Bloom: He did so testify, it w4s 
right at the beginning of the testimony. 

Mr. Moore: As I understand, my note was about seven¬ 
teen years. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, he said he was employed by 
the Bethlehem Steel Company twenty-seven years; he was 
a watchman for seventeen years; he has been at the Iron 
Street gate since 1936. That was right at the beginning qf 
his testimony. 

Mr. Broun: Well, might w T e ask the witness to state— 

Mr. Rose: That is what I am trying to do, get this wi 
ness to testify properly. 

The Witness: In answer to your question— 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, that that re 
mark should be expunged from the record, it seems to me it 
is nothing short of insulting to me. 

Mr. Rose: Oh, I don’t think so, Mr. Examiner, I think 
counsel is a little too sensitive, if he feels that way about it|. 

Mr. Broun: The implication of Mr. Rose’s remark is tha^; 
I tried to get the witness to testify improperly and it ij> 
made in response to a statement I made that I didn’t notice 
the witness testified to that, to say that ho did testify— 
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Mr. Rose: Now, repeatedly— 

Mr. Broun: Now, the witness testified as to how he 

6665 did— 

Mr. Rose: On Respondents’ case, counsel, Mr. 
Moore said, counsel said we got witnesses to testify— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, on one hand counsel says 
questions are silly and absurd, and the other says ques¬ 
tions are improper. Oo ahead. Go ahead, Mr. Mallory and 
straighten this out. 

Mr. Broun: What is the question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will just ask the question. 

The Witness: All right. 

Examination by the Chair: 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Who did you start work¬ 
ing for twenty-seven years ago, if you know? A. The 
Cambria Steel Company. 

Q. And where is that plant ? A. That plant is located at 
the present Bethlehem Steel site. 

Q. Do you know when you started working for the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company, if you ever did work for the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company? A. When the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany took over the plant from the Midvale Steel Company, 
in June, 1923. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, now, go ahead. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) How do von know that was in June, 
1923? 

6666 Mr. Moore: May I break in to make the record 
show— 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, we are trying to ex¬ 
amine the witness. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, I happen to know, we 
don’t know what relevancy it has, but if the ■witness said 
the sun rose this morning in the West, it wouldn’t make 
any difference; it didn’t, I know. 

Mr. Rose: This is cross-examination, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr* Moore: This witness does not know, there is no rea¬ 
son vrhv he should know; at least, I never told him. 

Mr. Rose: Well, he has assumed to tell us. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the man is under oath. I 
don’t know what the purpose is of asking the witness ques¬ 
tions if the attorneys break it now and then and say this 
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witness doesn’t know what he is testifying about when |he 
testifies to facts. These are facts. If you, Mr. Moore, w4nt 
to take the stand, I would be delighted to have you take the 
stand. 

Mr. Moore: But, the fact is, this witness has no occasion 
to know and he has been called upon to say something as to 
which he doesn’t know, and— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, will you please tell us, then, 
Mr. Moore, why Mr. Broun asked him, when he was first 
employed by the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I am not certain at all 

6667 that I stated my question that way, and I do not be¬ 
lieve that I did, and I stated for the record— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this witness stated on di¬ 
rect examination that he was employed by the Bethlehem 
Steel Company for twenty-seven years. Now, it may have 
been a perfectly innocent mistake; the whole thing, all tfcs 
wrangling over it is perfectly absurd. 

The Witness: It is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But, for counsel for the Respon¬ 
dents to take the position that the Board cannot now ask 
this man these questions, and if a man is answering incor¬ 
rectly, for counsel to say the witness is wrong, I think is an 
affront to the witness, Mr- Moore. You have practiced law 
long enough to know that is not proper. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yesterday, you characteriz|ed 
these proceedings in a certain way, and it seems to me that 
your conduct right now is far worse than anything that: I 
have ever seen in this proceeding. 

Mr. Moore: All right, sir, I stand reproved. I simply 
said— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think, for an attorney of your 
standing and practice, to interrupt the cross-examination 
and to tell the witness that he doesn’t know what he is tak¬ 
ing about, is improper. 

6668 Mr. Moore: I did not, I said to you that if you 
wanted the correct date, I would give it to you; if 

you don’t, you don’t have to have it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want to take the sta|nd 
and give it to us? 

Mr. Moore: No, I don’t have to do that. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, please don’t make 
statements of fact, unless you are prepared to make them 
under oath. You would not dare do that in a legal proceed¬ 
ing. 

Mr. Moore: I have never had to make a statement in the 
presence of any presiding officer yet under oath. In courts 
of law, an ordinary judge takes my statement without ask¬ 
ing for an oath. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In courts of law, you don’t stand 
up during a cross-examination and interrupt the cross-ex¬ 
amination and tell the witness what to say, either, or that 
his statements are incorrect. 

Mr. Moore: It never was necessary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know it is never necessary; you 
would never dare to do it. Go ahead, Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did I understand you to say, Mr. Wit¬ 
ness, that the plant was taken over by the Bethlehem Steel 
Company in June of 1923? A. As far as I know. 

6669 Q. Well, how do you know that? A. I don’t know 
positively. 

Q. You mean you just guessed at it? A. No, I heard. 

Q. Now, after you worked in the rake shop, where did you 
go to work? A. In the car shop division. 

Q. How long did you work in the car shop division? A. 
About a year and a half. 

Q. When did you start? A. 1 don’t recall. 

Q. Do you recall when that a year and a half was up or 
terminated? A. No. 

Q. Well, what year was that, do you recall? A. 1913. 

Q. And after you had worked in the car shop, did you 
work in another shop? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What shop? A. In the electrical department. 

Q. And how long did you work in the electrical depart¬ 
ment? A. Around seven years. 

Q. Beginning with what date and ending with what date? 
A. I can’t tell you that. 

6670 Q. You can’t give us any idea, you have no recol¬ 
lection at all? A. I have a recollection as to what 

particular part of the year, that is, summer, autumn or fall, 
about. 

Q. Well, tell us, please. A. In the fall. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 34f77 


Q. Of what years, what year? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me the questib 
is not clear now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth 


m 


) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you make that more 
specific, Mr. Rose. 

The Witness: In the fall of 1913. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was that when you started to work in 
that shop? A. Yes. 

Q. And when did your work in that shop come to an end? 
A. Some time during the year 1919. 

Q. And w’hat shop was that? A. The electrical depart¬ 
ment. 

Q. And were you working for the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany at that time? A. Cambria Steel Company. 

6671 Q. It was still the Cambria Steel Company? A. 
Yes. 

Q. What shop did you work in after that? A. I didn’t 
work in any shop after that. 

Q. Well, what did you do after that? A. Worked for fie 
Semet Solvay Company. 

6672 Q. I don’t get that. A. Semet Solvay Company, 
by-product building concern in Pittsburgh. 

Q. And what work did you do for that company? A. 
Just laboring. 

Q. And for what period of time did you work for th^,t 
company? A. Just a few months- 

Q. And where did you go to work after that? A. Asia 
watchman. 

Q. For what company, if a company? A. Cambria St^el 
Company. 

Q. Cambria Steel Company ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And how long did you work as a watchman for the 
Cambria Steel Company? A. I just don’t know how loijig 
it was, until the Cambria sold out to the Midvale people. 

Q. Well, during w’hat years or year? A. Meaning which? 
Q. Whichever it was, whether it was one year, tell me tne 
year, if it was more than one year tell me the years? A. 
For the Cambria Steel Company? 

Q. That’s right. A. I don’t know. 
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6673 Q. You don’t know? A. No, I don’t know what 
year the Midvale took over the Cambria holdings. 

Q. I didn’t ask you that, I asked you what period of time 
you worked there. A. I am answering the question the 
best— 

Q. You are answering it to the best of your knowledge? 
A. Absolutely. 

Q. Don’t you know when you worked for the Cambria as 
a watchman, you don’t know, is that correct? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it does not seem to me that 
that question is just fair, is quite fair to the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) During what year or years, if it was 
more than one year, did you work for the Cambria Steel 
Company as a watchman? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, because the 
witness has shown that he cannot answer the question be¬ 
cause of lack of knowledge as to when— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know during what year or 
years, whichever it was, that you worked for the Cambria 
Steel Company as a watchman ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, that is precisely the 

6674 same question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if the man does not 
know, he does not know, Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) At that time, were you a watchman or 
were you called a policeman ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question as 
being indefinite, the time is not specified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Well, the witness can tell us when he was work¬ 
ing for the Cambria. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean when he was work¬ 
ing for the Cambria Steel? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, when were you work¬ 
ing for the Cambria Steel Company, or when you were 
working for them, were you called a watchman or a police¬ 
man? 

The Witness: We were called watchmen. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you wear uniform? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, were you ever called a policeman? A. By No¬ 
body but pickets and outsiders, not by our own plant men. 

Q. Not by your plant men? A. No. 

6675 Q. Pickets or outsiders—pickets are outsiders, 
aren’t they? A. I beg your pardon. 

Q. Did you say pickets were outsiders? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, he didn’t say that. 

The Witness. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pickets or outsiders. 

Mr. Rose: I am sorry. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Whom do you mean by plant meiji? 
A. Steel men. 

Q. Well, couldn’t pickets be steel men? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it seeihs 
to me it is so detailed as to be pretty worthless to go inio 
that sort of thing, it is incompetent entirely. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I beg your pardon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer. 

The Witness: Pickets are steel men, also coal miners. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What do you mean by that? A. Juit 
what I said, it must be one or the other. 

Q. They could also be garment workers, couldn’t theyf? 
A. Certainly. 

Q. So a picket could be a steel man? A. Certainly. 

6676 Q. It could also be a plant man, couldn’t he? A. 
Could be. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, the witness, 
it seems to me, has answered the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) So why do you say you were called 
a policeman only by the pickets ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, that is ncft 
what the witness testified, as I understand it, it is therefore 
an objectionable question because it assumes a state of 
facts not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, after you went, after you hafi 
worked for the Cambria Steel Company, what company di<ji 
you work for? A. I don’t understand your question. 

Mr. Rose: I will withdraw it. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) When did your employment with 
the Cambria Steel Company end, do you know? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, it 
is exactly the same thing that was asked, I don’t know how 
many times before, on cross-examination. The witness said 
he didn’t know. 

Mr. Rose: That is not the same question. 

6677 Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the difference? 

Mr. Rose: What? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the difference? 

Mr. Rose: I am asking him during what period of time 
he had worked before now, T want to know when his em¬ 
ployment ended, maybe he remembers that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, do you remember 
that, approximately? 

The Witness: It comes under the same answer to the 
other question, because I don’t know when the Midvale as¬ 
sumed the Cambria holdings. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I request that further ques¬ 
tions on that line be barred. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that should dispose of 
it, the man just don’t know*. 

Mr. Rose: I want to find out whether he went to work 
for the Midvale, or when he went to work, if he knows. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if a man doesn’t know, 
he doesn’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I am asking when you went to work 
for the Midvale, do you know? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He says he doesn’t know when 
the Midvale took over the Cambria holdings, now, the one 
answer should take in the other. 

6678 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you continue to work 
in the same mill during the time you may have 

worked for the Cambria and the Midvale? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, there is no 
testimony that he worked in a mill, it assumes a state of 
facts not in evidence. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where did you work? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The previous question is with 
drawn. 

Mr. Rose: Withdrawn. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Where did you work, Mr. Mall- 
lory? 

The Witness: 1 worked for the steel company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that still 
not a fair question to the witness. The witness has testi¬ 
fied what his employment was, the time that he worked i 
the employment— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s get it straight, ^o 
ahead, tell us what shop or plants you worked in durinj 
that time. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he testified he worked as 
watchman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: What was the question? 

6679 Mr. Broun: Have you ruled on my objection 
the last question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

The Witness: In answer to the question, I may put 
this way, I have worked— 

Mr. Rose: Just answer the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: I worked 27 years or better for the thre^ 
companies, Cambria, Midvale and Bethlehem, right in ^ 
row, one right after the other. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Have you got pay checks from thp 
three of them? A. That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, Mr. Rose’s 
questions, it seems to me, amount to nothing more thaii 
argument and bickering with the witness. He asked him 
over and over again the same thing. 

Mr. Rose: I have a right to find out whether he worked, 
when he worked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the respondents’ attorney 
ought to be pretty well qualified to know what bickerin 
and arguing with witnesses means. 

Mr. Rose: I have a right to find out when, if I can. 

Mr. Broun: There is nothing about pay checks in evi|- 
dence. 

6680 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s find out, may 
be there was— 


t 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) Did you get pay checks when you 
worked for these companies you mentioned? A. At what 
time? 

Q. At any time that you worked for them? A. I was 
paid for my services by each and every company I worked 
for. 

Q. Then you did get pay checks ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you get pay checks? Can’t I 
have the witness answer it yes or no? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did they pay you in dollar 
bills or cash or vouchers, or what? 

The Witness: They paid in cash, in vouchers, and in 
checks. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know what a check is? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, that is quite 
immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What is a check? A. A check— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I ask Mr. Rose to clear 
6681 up his question, what kind of a check? 

Mr. Rose: Any kind of a check. 

Mr. Broun: Then I object to the question as being so 
indefinite as to be unintelligible. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: A check, any kind of a check, is a piece 
of brass with numbers and letters wrote on it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) That’s a check? A. That is a check. 

Q. Can you cash it, or is that a brass check? A. It’s a 
brass check. 

Q. Did you get paid with those kind of checks? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Rose: Well, he said “Yes, he did.” 

The Witness: Yes, I got paid with them. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who paid you with those checks, 
those kind of checks ? A. The Bethlehem Steel pays with 
them, and you must have one to get your pay. 

Q. They pay you with a brass check? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I again object to this line 
of questions, I hate to say this, but it seems to me it i|s 
just bickering and badgering the witness. 

Mr. Rose: I am not bickering with the witness, 
6682 asked him if he got paid with the brass check, h|e 
says “Yes, the Bethlehem Steel Company pays hiiji 
with a brass check.” 

Mr. Broun: Ask him what he means by it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by that, yo^i 
go ahead and explain in your own words. 

The Witness: All right, before anybody can get anf 
money from the Bethlehem Steel Company they must pre 
sent a brass check as a means of their identification, to re 
ceive their wages; does that answer your question? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know what getting paiq 
means ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that tha 
is just so silly as to be improper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you repeat the question 
please ? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above se^ 
forth.) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you say that during the strike 
Lieutenant Rock was your immediate superior? A. That’s 
right. 

Q. Do you know what I mean by immediate superior? 
A. The man over me. 

Q. Did you ever take an oath to serve as a watch- 
6683 man? A. Yes. 

Q. When? A. Some time in the year of ’36, I 
would say, around the latter part of January or the first 
of February. 

Q. The first of February of what year? A. ’36. 

Q. ’36? A. Yes. 

Q. And where did you take that oath? A. In my chief’s 
office. 

Q. You mean Chief Bergman? A. Yes, sir, Chief Berg¬ 
man’s office. 

Q. Can you tell us what that oath is? A. I could not re-! 
peat it word for word. 
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Q. You don’t remember? A. No. 

Q. Well, what is the substance of it? A. We were sworn 
to protect the company property as watchman. 

Q. Prior to that time, had you taken an oath to serve 
as a watchman? A. Some years before. 

Q. About how many years before, do you recall? A. Oh, 
possibly eight, something of that sort. 

6684 Q. Eight? A. Yes. 

Q. I didn’t hear: you. A. Eight, or something 
around that time. 

Q. And where did you take that oath? A. In the man¬ 
agement’s representatives' office. 

Q. Whose office is that ? A. That was Mr. Broun’s office 
at that time, which is now, let me get that straight— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Take your time, take your time. 

The Witness: Mr. Roberts’ office, in the general office 
on Locust Street. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who is Mr. Roberts, or who was he at 
that time? A. Mr. Roberts is the management’s repre¬ 
sentative. 

Q. And did he have that position at that time you men¬ 
tioned about eight years prior to 1936? A. No. 

Q. What was his position at that time, if you know? A. 
I don’t know. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, just a minute, I object 
to that question because it assumes a state of facts not in 
evidence. The witness testified that the office eight years 
ago was Mr. Brown’s office, and it is now Mr. Roberts’ 
office. 

Mr. Rose: I did not so understand it, I am sorry. 

6685 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s see. 

Mr. Rose: He mentioned Brown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you clear it up for 
us, Mr. Witness, Mr. Mallory. 

The Witness: When Mr. Brown was transferred to one 
of the other plants, Mr. Roberts assumed Mr. Brown’s 
position, that is the connection between the office and the 
two men. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) But you took the oath eight years 
prior to 1936 in the office of Mr. Brown, is that right? A. 
About eight years. 

Q. About eight years ago? A. Yes. 
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Q. Who is Mr. Brown! A. Mr. Brown at that time wa 
the management’s representative of the company. 

Q. And what was that oath! 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, will you read that, I didn’lt 
quite get it. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Particularly the same kind of an oath 
that I just spoke of before, to protect property, but I jus| 
can’t word it for you. 

6686 Q. (By Mr. Rose) To protect the property of th^ 
company? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you get a copy of that oath? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you got a copy of that oath? A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you a copy of that oath that you took in 1936^ 
A. I couldn’t answer that question definitely. 

Q. You don’t know whether you have or not? A. I had 
it, but I wouldn’t say I have it. 

Q. Would you look over the week-end for that oath and| 
bring it in here ? A. If I can find it. 

Q. And will you bring it in Monday if you can find it? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And would you bring it in Monday if you can find it? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know how long Mr. Bergman has been chief 
of watchmen? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me just a moment, Mr. 
Mallory, I want you to understand that you are under no 
legal compulsion to bring it in, it is up to you, if you want 
to bring it in. 

Mr. Broun: Will you repeat the question, Mr. Reporter? 


6687 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: Not definitely. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Tell us what you know. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it does not seem to me that 
a guess of the witness as to a matter of that sort is ma¬ 
terial. 

Mr. Rose: Well, guesses— 

Mr. Broun: They can bring in Mr. Bergman if they 
want. 
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Mr. Rose: We have had guesses as to the size of crowds 
and all sorts of things. 

Mr. Broun: Entirely different matters. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: I can’t answer his question definitely. 

Mr. Rose: Well, answer it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just give us an approximation. 

The Witness: I could give you a rough estimate, which 
would be around the neighborhood of, around in ’23, 1923, 
Mr. Carney died, he stepped into Mr. Carney’s position as 
chief of police. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When was that, did you say? A. 
Chief of the watchmen. 

Q. I think you gave a date, did you? A. I did not give 
no date. 

6688 Q. Didn’t you say about 1923? A. About that 
time, I said I didn’t give no definite date. 

Q. Are you a married man? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Not that it makes any real difference 
whether Mr. Mallory, as far as the issues go in this case, 
is married, and I don’t suppose he has any reason not to 
want to tell, but it seems to me it just clutters the record up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we had Mr. Fetzko— 

Mr. Rose: Well, we did not go into Mr. Fetzko’s—that 
is, we went into his sons :and so on, and when he was on 
the witness stand— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would further like to ob¬ 
ject to it because it is far beyond the scope of the direct 
examination. 

6689 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you can cross-ex¬ 
amine later on if you want to. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Were you— am I correct in this—a 
watchman for the Bethlehem Steel Company for about sev¬ 
enteen years, is that correct? A. That is correct. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, it assumes 
a state of facts not in evidence, it seems to me it is mislead¬ 
ing the witness, because the witness has stated on cross- 
examination that as far as he knows the Bethlehem Steel 
Company has only operated these plants-since 1923. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He has been a watchman flor 
seventeen years, but there is no testimony that he has 
been employed by the Bethlehem Steel Company as a watcjh- 
man for seventeen years. Is that correct? 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, when you took the oath about 
eight years ago, that you mentioned, it was to protect the 
property of the Bethlehem Steel Company, was it not? A. 
That is right. 

Q. And, that is true of the oath that you took in 1936, is 
that correct? A. That is right. 

Q. Now, prior to June, 1937, can you tell us ajp- 
6690 proximatelv how many men entered the gate at whi<jih 
you were stationed during any one morning? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom -. Read that question. 

Mr. Broun: There is no basis for this witness to kno!w 
an estimate, he has stated that the men go in cars. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that back. 


(The reporter read the last question as above set forth 


Mr. Broun: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain that objection. 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t hear what you said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Prior to June, 1937, you were sta¬ 
tioned at what, 1 think, has been described by you as th|e 
Iron Street gate, is that correct? A. That is right. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, and mov 
that the answer be stricken, because it doesn’t refer to any 
period of time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection 
Find out when he was at the Iron Street gate. 

6691 Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long prior to June, 1937, 
were you stationed at the Iron Street gate, if yop 
were stationed at that gate? A. From April, 1936, unt}l 
June 11, if that answers your question. 

Q. Can you tell us approximately about how many me|i 
leave through that gate— 

Mr. Broun: I object to that for the reason, the same 
reason that I objected to the previous question. 
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Mr. Rose: Counsel even objects to my finishing a ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Broun: 1 thought you had finished. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you finish the question. 
Let him finish the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) —at any time prior to June, 1937? 

Mr. Broun: That only makes the question more objec¬ 
tionable, Mr. Examiner, because it makes it more indefinite. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, at that change of shift, dur¬ 
ing— 

Mr. Broun: I still object, Mr. Examiner, it is the same 
question that you sustained my objection to before. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it, take a specific day 
and ask him what a specific time, at the change of the shift, 
if that is what you are interested in asking, ask him about it. 

6692 Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Were you on duty June 
10th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What time? A. Four to twelve. 

Q. How many shifts changed while you were on duty, 
Mr. Mallory? A. One shift. 

Q. What time was that ? A. Three o’clock shift. 

Q. Well, didn’t you say you were on duty four to twelve? 
A. That is right. 

Q. I think you must have— A. I am sorry, I wasn’t 
thinking of your question. Now, explain that again, I 
didn’t get it. 

Q. Now, what time were you on duty on June 10th, 1937? 
A. Four to twelve on the 10th. 

Q. Now, what, during that time, was there a change of 
shift? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think that we are just go¬ 
ing to mix things up a little more. If I may state my recol¬ 
lection of the record, the witness said his regular shift was 
four to twelve, but on that day there was a change in the 
shift. 

6693 Mr. Rose: June 10th? 

Mr. Broun: This is the 10th, or the 11th? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The 10th. 

Mr. Broun:'Oh, I am in error, I am in error. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I wanted to pick the day before 
the strike. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, was there a change 
in shifts during the period you were on? 

Mr. Broun: Will you show whether it was an A. M. or 
P. M. shift? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, you worked from 4 
P. M. to 12 midnight? A. That is right. 

Q. Now, was there a change of shifts, during that time? 
A. There was two changes of shifts at that time. 

Q. What time were they, these? A. At 5:30 and 11 
o’clock. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if you will ask the witness 
or let me ask him, rather, who these changes of shifts 
were by— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I just wanted to get it up 
to that point and then turn it back to Mr. Rose, get ove|r 
this thing and get it through with. 

Now, you wanted to find out about the change of shifts, 
Mr. Rose, take it up Monday morning. 

6694 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Can you tell us approximately 
how many men left that gate on June 10th, 1937 at 
the change of the 5:30 shift? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the witness 
has testified they come out in automobiles, it is the precis^ 
question I objected to before. How can he possibly knov: 
that? There is no indication in the record he knows that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer; if he doesn’t 
know, he can tell us, and that is the end of it. 

The Witness: There is no way I could estimate it. 

.Trial Examiner Bloom: Would your answer be the same 
for the other shifts? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will adjourn at this time until 
9:30 Monday morning. Will you please return at that 
time? Can vou return at that time? 


(There was discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I suppose 9:30 would be 
most convenient for you. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, will you instruct the witness, 
please? 


3490 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, do not talk to anybody 
about your testimony, please. 

(Whereupon, at 3:01 o’clock p.m., January 14, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o’clock a m. January 17, 
1938.) 

6698 “ Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170”. 

R-177 

The Auditorium, 

Central High School, 

Johnstown, Pennsylvania, 

Monday, January 17, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pur¬ 
suant to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), on behalf of the National Labor Rela¬ 
tions Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood, 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. Y.), Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 


6699 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. Mr. Moore, as I understand it, you wish to put on 
another witness before the cross-examination of Mr. Mal¬ 
lory. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, that is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is perfectly all right. 

Mr. Moore: The reason being that the witness cannot 
be here later in the day. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is quite all right. We have 
done that, I think we did that several times when the Board 
was sitting in its case. 
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Mr. Rose: We have no objection to that, Mr. Examiner. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: It is a matter of convenience, 
it is quite all right. 

Pauline Jambor a witness called by and on behalf of jthe 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined afnd 
testified as follows. 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How do you spell your last name, Miss 
Jambor ? A. J-a-m-b-o-r. 

Q. What is your first name, please? A. Paulihe. 

6700 Q. What is your address? A. 1335 ‘‘B” Street' 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that Bean? 

The Witness: B. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Is that Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Any particular section of Johnstown? A. Morrellvil|le. 
Q. What is vour position, Miss Jambor? A. Business 
Clerk. 

Q. You say you are a clerk? A. I am an owner of a store. 
Q. How long have you owned that store? A. It is going 
to be a year on March 15th, the 15th. 

Q. Did you ever work in that store before you owned ilt? 
A. 13 years. 

Q. Do you own the building in which the store is operate^? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you own the land on which the store is built? 

No, the land belongs to Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. Can you describe for use very briefly the locji- 

6701 tion of the store? A. The store is sixty feet long. 

Q. No, I say the location. A. The location? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is, you mean the street 
address, Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: That is right. 

The Witness: It is located on River Avenue across, op¬ 
posite of the Franklin time office gate. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, can you tell me briefly the soift 
of business that you carry on at the store, what you sejl 
there? A. Why, tobacco, cigars, cigarettes, gloves, cand^, 
milk, pies, sandwiches. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me just a moment, wa 
that the Franklin gate? 

The Witness: Franklin time office gate. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Franklin time office gate? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, is there another name 
for that gate? 

Mr. Ford: Lower Franklin, I think. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Lower Franklin? 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

6702 (There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Go ahead, Mr. 
Ford. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Can you describe for us the nature of 
your trade, that is, the class of people with whom you 
deal? A. All mill men. 

Q. Mill men employed by whom, if you know? A. By 
the Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. Do you know the mills in which your customers work? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What are they? A. Most of my customers are from the 
car shop, plate mill, the painters and the N riggers. 

Q. Anything else? A. Well, that is the most. 

Mr. Ford: Could I lead the wittness a little bit? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think this is a time when 
you can lead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How about the open hearth? A. Open 
hearth, I get open hearth trade. 

Q. Can you describe for us the building in which your 
store is situated? A. It is a frame building sixty feet long 
by ten feet wide. 

6703 Q. What sort of construction is it? A. Just a 
wooden building. 

Q. How many stories? A. One story. 

Q. With reference to the time office gate—strike that. 
How many feet from the time office gate is the store itself? 
A. About 25 feet. 

Q. How close are you to the curb? A. Three feet. 

Q. And how wide is the street at that point, that is, 
River Avenue? A. About 25, 30 feet. 

Q. Are there any street car lines on the street there? 
A. For two cars. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR KEL. BOARD. 3493 


Q. How much space is there for automobiles or truckd in 
addition to the two street car lines, if you know? A. Qne 
on each side. 

Q. Are there any windows in your store? A. There is, 
eleven windows. 

Q. Where are those windows with reference to the time 
office gate? A. The front part of the building, it is facing 
the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q. Well, with reference to the time office gate, 

6704 where are they? A. That is the windows? 

Q. Yes. A. Facing the street. 

Q. Now, can you describe briefly the interior of the stoije? 
A. The inside? 

Q. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: There are counters, a counter, show cases 
and the stove. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was your store open for business last 
June? A. The store was open for business Saturday moijn- 
ing, the first Saturday after the strike was called. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say after? 

The Witness: When the strike was called, the first Satur¬ 
day, the strike was called on the 11th and I wasn’t there 
till Saturday morning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean June 12th? 

The Witness: June 12th. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Had the store been open for the fir3t 
twelve days in June? A. The store was only open three 
days. 

Q. Well, I mean prior to the strike? A. It was 

6705 open. 

Q. At that time, that is, just prior to the strike, at 
what time of day did you customarily open your store? A. 
Ten minutes to six in the morning. 

Q. How long did you keep the store open ? A. 5:30 in the 
evening. 

Q. I didn’t get that last answer. A. 5:30. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 5:30. 

The Witness: 5:30 in the evening. 

6706 Q. Do you know the time of day that the turns or 
the shift changed? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. In the Bethlehem Steel Company at that time? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. When were those changes of shift? A. Seven in the 
morning, three in the afternoon and eleven at night. 

Q. Well, now, with reference to the changes of shift, when 
was your business greatest during the day? A. At noon 
time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, read that question. 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth.) 

The Witness: In the morning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, I wonder if you would 
mind rephrasing that, I don’t quite get the question and 
answer. 

Mr. Ford: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) At what time in the day was your busi¬ 
ness at its greatest volume? A. At what, my greatest, it is 
in the morning, my best business. 

Q. In the morning? A. In the morning. 

6707 Q. What time? A. At seven o’clock, from six to 
seven. 

Q. And then can you decide how the business proceeded 
throughout the day? A. Well,— 

Q. After seven o’clock? A. They used to come out all 
day, at times, anybody wanted anything they were allowed 
to come out, and then at noon time they wrould come out 
from twelve to twelve thirty. 

Q. Now, you have used the expression “they”; what do 
you mean by “they”? A. Why, that is the salaried and 
them, they are allowed to come out during the day. 

Q. Did you say the salaried men? A. Yes. 

Q. How about the non-salaried men? A. They were al¬ 
lowed at the time, before the strike and they were allowed 
to come out. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think I will have to object to that, 1 
don’t see how the witness can testify that they were al¬ 
lowed to come out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I assume you have no ob¬ 
jection to the word “allow” going out, Mr. Ford? 

6708 Mr. Ford: Not at all, Mr. Examiner. Well, the 
record is a little bit— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the record will show th|at 
they did come out. You have no objection to that, of course, 
Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: No, I didn’t think the witness really meant 
allowed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is probably just an 
expression she used. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How far is it from your home to the 
store, Miss Jambor? A. About three miles. 

Q. And, what means of conveyance did you usually take 
to get from your home to the store in the morning? A. 
The street car. 

Q. Now, did I understand you to say that you were ^t 
the store on Saturday, June 12th? A. In the morning. 

Q. How did you get from your home to the store? A. 
rode up in the street car. 

Q. Can you describe for us what you saw when you ar¬ 
rived at the gate? A. Why, as we got off at the gate, the 
women and the men began to holler at the working men 
“Scabs” and “Rats” and they told them not to go 
6709 in. Well, then, I got off and I went across the street 
and opened the doors and they were hollering at the 
customers, a few customers were coming in and they began 
to holler at them, “Don’t go in there, don’t go in there 
then a few of them come in and when they were going ou^, 
the women and the men began to pull at their clothes. 

Q. Well, now, how many people were on the street car, if 
you remember, at the time that you came up? A. The street 
car was full that morning. 

Q. Did you recognize any of the people on the car? A. 
Well, I would know them, because I ride with them in the 
mornings. 

Q. Do you know where they worked? A. They worked uj|> 
there in Franklin. 

Q. How many people were at the gate Saturday morning 
when you arrived? A. About fifty. 

Q. How long did those people stay there, if you remem¬ 
ber? A. Until after seven o’clock. 

Q. Now, can you tell us what happened at the gate after 1 
seven o’clock that day? A. Why, after seven o’clock they 
began to leave. 
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Q. Now, by “they” you mean whom! A. The pickets 
that were at the gate. 

6710 Mr. Rose: I move to strike, it is a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 think you had better 

clear that up, Mr. Ford, there is no showing that there 
were any pickets at the gate. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, I think that the witness 
has described what these persons were doing and for that 
reason, I think that the characterization “pickets” is justi¬ 
fied. 

However, if I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, 1 think you will have a 
sort of a gap in the record there. If you w T ant to leave it 
stand there that way, you may. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, will you tell us, Miss Jambor, 
what the persons in the crowd outside the gate that morning 
were doing! A. Well, they were just hollering at the men. 

Q. At which men? A. At the men that were going into 
the mill. 

Q. Do you remember w’hat they were saying? A. Well, 
they called— 

Mr. Rose: Well, this is a repetition, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, w’hat I meant before, Mr. 
Ford, w’as that she described people as pickets. Did you 
mean that the people who w'ere doing these things were 
pickets, is that what you had in mind? 

6711 The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all right, then. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, now, tell us again, Miss Jambor, 
what happened after seven o’clock in the morning at the 
gate that day? A. Well, they kept on— 

Mr. Rose: I believe she testified to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not after seven, I believe. 

Mr. Rose: She said the pickets began to leave the gate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well,— 

The Witness: They began to leave the gate, on their way, 
they were hollering at the men that were in the side there, 
in the mill, in the yards, calling them names, calling them 
“Scabs”, they should get out or they will bring them out. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what time w’as that? A. That 
was in the morning, as they were leaving from the gate, 
seven o’clock. 
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Q. Well, now, can you tell us what happened after that, 
later in the morning? A. Well, they were, they left, there 
was nobody there then after seven o’clock Saturda^. 

6712 Q. Until—A. Until about noon time. 

Q. Now, tell us what happened at noon time? A. 
Well, they, at noon time, they began to gather there and 
they, the customers that were coining over to the store, 
they told them not to go in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean into the store or 
into the gate? 

The Witness: Into the store, they were coming out for 
lunch. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How many persons came in the store 
for lunch that day, if you remember? A. I don’t remembej- 
just exactly. 

Q. WTiat time did you close the store that day? A. 5:30 
on Saturday. 

Q. Well, Miss Jambor, can you tell us the next day thai; 
you opened up your store, the business? A. That was Sun¬ 
day, ten minutes to six. 

Q. How did you get from your home to the store? A. 
Street car. 

Q. Where did you leave the street car? A. Where did I 
get the street car? 

Q. Leave the street car, get off the street car. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where did you get off the street 
car? 

6713 The Witness: At the Franklin Time office gate. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Can you describe what the con¬ 
ditions at the gate were at the time you got off the street 
car that morning? A. There was a bunch of women there 

and men, and they yelled at everybody. 

6714 Q. How large a group of people were there? A. 
Well, there was about 75 of them there that morning. 

Q. Now, can you tell us what happened up to one o’clock 
in the afternoon on Sunday, June 13th, at the Time Office 
Gate? A. Sunday, June 13th? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No— 

(By Mr. Ford) Just the date we speak of. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What happened up till one 
o’clock—is that your question, Mr. Ford? 
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Mr. Ford: That is right. 

The Witness: Why, there was only men and women there, 
sitting and yelling at everybody that come a-past and to 
those that were trying to get into the mill gate, they 
wouldn’t let them in. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, it is a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The last part, ‘‘they wouldn’t 
let them in,” will be stricken. 

The Witness: They tried to hold them out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you have her describe 
actually what occurred, please, Mr. Ford. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Will you tell us just what the 

6715 persons in the crowd did with respect to the men 
who were attempting to go into the plant? A. Why, 

they just tried to push them back in the street cars, those 
that were trying to get off, and told them they shouldn’t 
get, they shouldn’t go in there, if they didn’t know there 
was a strike on. 

Q. Did you see anybody leave that gate that day up till 
one o’clock in the afternoon? A. Yes, there was a few fel¬ 
lows left. 

Q. Did any of them come into your store? A. Not a one. 

Q. Well, now, tell us what happened, starting at one 
o’clock in the afternoon on Sunday at that gate? A. Well, 
there was a big, there was a crowd gathered, gradually 
were coming up, more all the time, and about 1:30 they 
began to throw stones at the street cars that were coming 
to Franklin and then, about two o’clock, I noticed when 
Mr. Epley, the assistant superintendent, tried to get in 
with his car, they got ahold of his car and tried to upset 
him. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, please go ahead. A. They tried, 
to upset him and somebody shouted, hollered, “Don’t, he 
is the assistant superintendent.” Some other fellow 

6716 hollered, “He is no better than any one else.” 

So then Mr. Epley just backed out and kept on 
going to Franklin. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean by that that he 
didn’t go into that gate? 
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The Witness: They wouldn’t let him in, so he backep 
out and went on up to Franklin. 

Mr. Shawe: Do you know how to spell Epley? 

Mr. Ford: I am afraid I don’t, Mr. Shawe. 

The Witness: It is E-p-l-e-y. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know that for a fact), 
Miss Jambor? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, you used the expression, “com¬ 
ing to Franklin.” Just what do you mean by that, Miss 
Jambor? A. Well, every one that was coming towards 
Franklin. 

Q. Well, which side of River Avenue were those peoplel 
on which side of River Avenue were those people with ref¬ 
erence to the gate? A. On the mill side. 

Q. On the right? A. On the side, the right side, the mill 
side. 

6717 Q. Well, how large was the crowd at the time that 
this incident concerning Mr. Eplev occurred? A. 
About 600 people. 

Q. Did any other automobiles, aside from Mr. Epley’s, 
enter the gate, or attempt to enter the gate that after¬ 
noon? A. No, they wouldn’t let anybody in. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, she said no autombiles at¬ 
tempted to enter the gate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: 1 think 1 confused the witness with two ques¬ 
tions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want to withdraw the 
question? 

Mr. Ford: Yes, I will withdraw the question. 

Mr. Rose: And, the answer will go out? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course it goes out, I said that 
about fifty thousand times already. 

Q. (By Mr. Foi*d) Did you see any other automobiles 
except, apart from Mr. Epley’s automobile, attempt to 


3500 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


enter the time office gate that afternoon? A. Well, they 
would come up, try, and try to get in, they wouldn’t let 
them, they told them to keep on a-going. 

6718 Q. Tell me what do you mean by they wouldn’t let 
them? A. They wouldn’t let them stop. 

Q. What did they do? A. They wanted to upset them 
right away. 

Mr. Rose: Well- 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us actually what oc¬ 
curred, please, Miss Jambor, that is, what you saw them do, 
these people that you refer to. 

The Witness: Why, they would just grab ahold of the 
car as the car would stop and making the turn, ready for 
entrance, they would say, why, “Keep on a-going or we will 
upset you.” 

Mr. Ford: Will you read that answer back, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) At three o’clock on Monday after¬ 
noon, did anything else happen that you have not already 
mentioned, Mrs. Jambor? A. Why, there was a few cars 
got stoned that afternoon, street cars coming from down to 
Franklin. 

Q. Street cars coming to Franklin? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me just a moment. Off 
the record. 

(There was discussion off the record.) 

6719 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Can you tell us what you meant 

when you said the street cars were stoned? A. Why, the 
boys were throwing stones at the street cars as they come 
up. There was a few working men in there that stoned 
them, stoned the cars. 

Q. Did you see the stones? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you describe the stones? A. They were half 
bricks. 

Q. Did you see where the stones struck on the street car? 
A. Why, there was one T seen that broke the glass in a car, 
the other one went in the street car, the window was open. 
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Q. What time did you leave the store Sunday afternoon., 
if you recall? A. At four o’clock. 

Q. Did you return there again that day? A. No, I don’t 
return on Sundays. 

Q. When did you return to the store? A. Monday at 
nine o’clock. 

Q. Monday, June 14th? A. 14th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 14th? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you have any reason for 

6720 coming to the store at nine o’clock instead of your 
usual time? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, “reason’’ 
I don’t think has any bearing, the reason why she came at 
nine o’clock I don’t think has any bearing on the issues 
here, incompetent. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, that lady is a storekeeper 
in metropolitan Johnstown and I certainly think that she 
is competent to testify as to what effect, if any, the condi¬ 
tions that prevailed at that time, that is, during the strike, 
had upon her business. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, suppose you have her tell 
us what she did and possibly the reasons would be appar¬ 
ent. 

Mr. Rose: Furthermore, I call your attention, of course, 
to the testimony she said her store was in Franklin Boro, 
if I recall correctly. 

Mr. Ford: I said “metropolitan Johnstown,” Mr. Rose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T will sustain the objection to 
that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How 7 did you get from your home to 
your store on Monday? A. I had a storekeeper from Mor¬ 
rell ville bring me up. 

Q. Now-, can you tell us what happened at the gate when 
you arrived? A. He pulled into the entrance at the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel and he got out and as he left the fellows 

6721 on the curb took his license number and as he left 
and I crossed the street they said, “We’ll get you for 

that, we got your license number.” 

Q. How- man}- persons were standing in the vicinity of 
the gate at that time? A. There was none by the gate, they 
were all up by my building. 
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Q. How many of them were there? A. About 50. 

Q. Can you describe the people that composed that group, 
in other words, were they men or women? A. They were all 
men. 

Q. Where were the men that referred to the license num¬ 
ber? A. They were right beside my windows. 

Q. How many of them were there? A. The ones that was 
right beside my windows, there was five of them, three of 
them was taking the license plate’s numbers. 

Q. How do you know that they were taking license num¬ 
bers? A. I went in and look right out, there they were 
marking them down. 

Q. How far were you from them at that time? A. Right 
to the window. 

Q. Well, how many feet would that be? A. It 

6722 wouldn’t be any feet, just the window* glass be¬ 
tween us. 

Q. Miss Jambor, 1 would like to go back a minute to Sun¬ 
day afternoon and ask you whether there w r ere any police 
present at the time that the stones w*ere throwm? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Who w*ere they? A. Franklin Boro police were there. 

Q. How* many of them w*ere there? A. There would be 
one at a time, one w r ould relieve the other. 

Q. What, if anything, did they do with respect to the 
stone throwing? A. They didn’t say a w*ord to nobody. 

Q. Did they arrest anybody as far as you know? A. They 
didn’t arrest nobody. 

Q. I believe you said, Miss Jambor, that the man that 
drove you up to the store on Monday morning pulled in at 
the mill gate? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did he do after that? A. Turned right around 
and went back down. 

Q. In other words, he did not drive into the plant? A. 
No, he didn’t drive there. 

Q. Can you describe for us, Miss Jambor, the con- 

6723 ditions at that gate from the time that you arrived 
in the morning until noon ? A. Well, as I got there— 

Mr. Rose: What gate do you mean, June 14th? 

Mr. Ford: Monday, June 14th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom ; Go ahead. 
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The Witness: As I got there, after I opened up, there 
was a few customers come in and the men began to holler 
at them, “Don’t go in there, you scabs, you rats, stay out. 
of there,” and then there was a few come in afterwards 
and they told them if they don’t stay out of there they’ll 
bring them out. 

Then they, at 1:30, 1 have inspectors come in for lunch. 

Q. Now, let me interrupt at that point: Can you tell nje 
whether or not there was any change in the size of tfye 
crowd during the morning? A. Yes, they were gathering 
up, there was more there right along. 

Q. How many were there at lunch time? A. Oh, there 
was about 150 at lunch time. 

Q. Now, did you just refer to some inspectors? A. In¬ 
spectors, yes, sir. 

Q. Can you tell us who you mean by inspectors? A. They 
were here on the car order, Western Maryland Rail- 

6724 way Company, they were getting some cars made. 

Q. How many of them were there? A. There was 

three. 

Q. Had you seen them before that day? A. Yes, they 
were my customers, I got their lunch ready every day. 

Q. Did you see them about lunch time on Monday, June 
14th? A. It was 11:30 when they were coming across the 
street. 

Q. Now, tell us what happened when they came across the 
street? A. A fellow was coming up, he was down below 
the time office on the right hand side when he seen thenji 
coming in and he drove up on the left hand side and tried 
to kill them, told them to get out of the road or, “I’ll run 
over you, you scab. ’ ’ 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What? 

Mr. Rose: The conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What conclusion? 

Mr. Rose: They tried to kill him. 

The Witness: Well, he hollered at them from the ca( 
that he would kill them, if they didn’t get out of th4 

6725 road. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now he came from what direc¬ 
tion? A. From town. He was— 
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Q. From what town? A. Pie was coming up toward 
Franklin and the inspectors had to jump up on the side¬ 
walk. 

Q. What side of the street was he on? A. He was on 
the left hand when he tried to hit them. 

Q. How far from the curb was his left front wheel? A. 
It touched the curb, scrapped the wheels. 

Q. Can you estimate the speed at which he was going? A. 
About forty, forty-five miles an hour. 

Q. Did the inspectors do anything when he did this? A. 
The inspectors hollered at him, he said, “Just a minute, 
buddy,’’ he said, “I want to see you,” he said, “I want 
you to know I am no scab,” he said, “I belong to the 
Brotherhood.” 

Q. Did he say anything else? A. 1 didn’t hear him say 
anything else to him. 

Q. Did the driver of that automobile stop? A. Yes, he 
stopped. 

Q. I would like to go back just a minute, Miss Jambor, 
to the morning of the 14th and to the incident that you 
have described of men noting license numbers of automo¬ 
biles. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see that happen at any other time? A. 
6726 Yes, sir, they kept that up for about four days. 

Q. What do you mean by kept that up? A. Every 
time I’d go up in the evening they were still taking num¬ 
bers. 

Q. Of what cars were they taking numbers? A. Of the 
cars that were entering into the entrance, the Bethlehem 
Steel. 

Q. Later on after Monday morning did the men that were 
taking the numbers make any statements to the men that 
were driving the cars or the persons driving automobiles? 
A. They would holler at them, “We have got your numbers, 
we will get you at home.” 1 

Q. What, if anything, happened at the gate on Monday, 
June 14th, Miss Jambor. between the incidents that you 
have related that involved the inspectors for the Western 
Maryland Railway at approximately 1:30 in the after¬ 
noon? A. Well, there was a few customers come into the 
store and then they were afraid to come out, there was 
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no more business that day that I had, for me, for they 
wouldn't let them out. 

Q. What did they do, what do you mean by “they 
wouldn't let them out"? A. Why, the fellows out on t)ie 
street told them they daresn’t come out, to the fellows ih- 
side. 

Q. How large was the crowd at 1:30 in the aftejr- 

6727 noon that day? A. About three hundred. 

Q. Did you see any street cars going along River 
Avenue in the direction of Franklin at about 1:30 that af¬ 
ternoon ? A. Monday. 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, what, if anything, happened with respect to thoie 
street cars? A. Why, they throwed stones at the cars, 
started to throw stones at 1:30. 

Q. Whom do you mean by “they"? A. The people <jn 
the outside, the people who were standing out there, the 
children began to throw stones at the street cars. 

Q. In what direction were the street cars going at the 
time that the stones were thrown at them? A. To Frank¬ 
lin. 

Q. Now, what time was that ? A. From one o’clock, from 
1:30. 

Q. You say “to Franklin" you were already in Frankli^, 
weren’t you? A. Yes, sir, but from town to Franklin, they 
were going to Franklin. 

6728 Q. Now, on what side of the street? A. On th 
right side. 

Q. With reference to your store where were those cars 
A. On the right hand side. 

Q. I mean, with reference to your store, on what side of 
the street were those cars? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, I think I could cleat 
that up for you very easily. 

I think you have testified that there were two sets o 
tracks. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were they on the track closes 
to your store or on the track farthest away from vouif 
store? 

The Witness: Farthest awav from the store. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Those stores lead up towards 
Franklin Boro, towards the Municipal Building, for in¬ 
stance, in Franklin Boro? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, it goes up there. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see any street cars traveling 
in the opposite direction at about the same time, at about 
1:30 ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What, if anything, happened with respect to 

6729 those street cars at 1:30 or shortly thereafter? A. 
Why, there was one car come down and they stoned 

that. 

Q. Come down, you mean—A. From Franklin. 

Q. On which side of the street was that? A. On the side 
opposite, right beside the store, and they stoned that and 
that hit the frame of the car and one of the stones hit my 
counter in the store. 

Q. Now, what hit the frame of the car? A. A stone. 

Q. Did you see the stone? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How large was it? A. Well, the size of a baseball bat, 
a baseball. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean a baseball bat or a 
baseball? 

The Witness: A baseball, a ball. 

Q. Do you remember how many stones were thrown at 
that car? A. There was about three stones throwed. 

Q. What part of the car did the stones hit? A. The front 
part of the car. 

Q. Well, with reference to the windows, what part 

6730 of the car, did it hit? A. Why, it only hit the one 
window and the one stone hit the frame and that is 

the stone that flew into the store, the door was open. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean it hit the car and then 
bounced off? 

The Witness: Bounced back and hit the counter of my 
store. 

Q. Well, what did you do after the stone hit the counter? 
A. I closed the store. 

Q. Anything else? A. 1 closed the door and that was the 
finish of the business for that day. 

Q. Well, how long did you stay there that day? A. Until 
5:30. 


I 
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Q. At what time did this incident that yon have just de¬ 
scribed occur? A. That was about one, about two o’clock. 

Q. Did you see any more street cars that afternoon be¬ 
tween the time that the stone came in and struck your coun¬ 
ter and the time that you left the store to go home? A. Yes, 
there was one car that came up to Franklin, had about 
eight men on and three women and it was going to stop, 
when they wouldn’t let the motonnan, told him to keep on 
going, and they stoned that car. 

It must have threw about eight stones in it, ajid 

6731 there was a woman, a middle-aged woman in th|at 
car, dressed all in white. When she jumped and 

screamed, and as she jumped up, why one of the stones hit 
the brim of her hat. 

Q. Had any stones struck the car before she screamed? 
A. Yes, the windows in the car were broken, that is when 
she jumped up and she screamed and when she jumped up, 
why, the stone hit the brim of her hat. 

Q. Now, how did the stone that hit the brim of her hat 
get inside the car? A. It broke the glass. 

Q. Well, how far away was this woman from the glass 
at the time the stone went through the glass? A. She 
was in the aisle standing, she was screaming and then she 
jumped up from her seat and another stone hit the window 
and hit the brim of her hat. 

Q. Did you see what happened to her after that? A. 
The motonnan just started and kept on going to Franklin, 
he didn’t stop. 

Q. Were there any other women on this car besides ? 
A. There were two women besides her. 

Q. Could you see what they did; A. No, 1 didn’t sec 
what thev did. 

Q. Did you see any other street car that afternoon? A. 
They were all stoned, every one that come to Franklin. 

Q. How about the cars going from Franklin to 

6732 Johnstown? A. No, they didn’t stone them, tha.t 
was the only one that was stoned at the time that 

was coming from Franklin. 

Q. Well, how many cars approximately went past your 
store in the direction of Franklin while you remained there 
that afternoon ? A. One about every seven minutes. 
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Q. Did you see any women on any of those other cars ? 
A. Yes, there were women in all cars. 

Q. Can you describe this woman whose hat was struck by 
a stone? A. She was a woman about forty years of age. 

Q. How was she dressed? A. All in white, white hat 
and white dress. 

Q. Did anything happen to her hat at the time when the 
stone struck it? A. It knocked her hat off, it hit the brim 
and knocked her hat off. 

Q. Was there any change in the size of the crowd that 
afternoon? A. The crowd got bigger. 

Q. At approximately what time was the crowd at its 
iargest? A. At about ten minutes to live. 

Q. Could you estimate for us the number of per- 

6733 sons that were there at that time? A. About twelve 
hundred. 

Q. Where were the persons in the crowd standing late 
that afternoon? A. They were all over, they were in the 
street, sidewalks, all around. 

Q. Well, how far up in the direction of the upper gate 
did the crowd extend? A. Just about to the end of my 
building. 

Q. And how far down in the direction of Johnstown? A. 
Down towards the end of the time office gate, time office. 

Q. Could you estimate for us the distance in feet between 
those two points that you have mentioned? A. About three 
hundred feet from the gate. 

Q. Now were these persons standing on the sidewalk or 
the street, or both? A. They were on the sidewalk and 
the street. 

Q. Was the crowd making any noise that afternoon? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you describe it for us? A. Why, it was, they 
were throwing stones, and getting them from the river up 
and making piles. 

Q. What I asked was, can you describe the sound, 

6734 the noise, that the crowd was making that afternoon. 
A. Just like at a football, or of a fight, it was a roar 

all afternoon. 

Mr. Rose: What do you mean by “a football”? 

The Witness: Just the noise of it, it sounded just like 
they was out there. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOK KEL. BOAKD. 


I 

3^09 


Q. (By Mr. Ford) By “football” I suppose you nuian 
a football game, don’t you? A. Football game, cheeri ng, 
the sound of it all afternoon, Monday. 

Q. Did you see any automobiles attempt to enter the 
time office gate that afternoon? A. No, not that afternoon. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read back that last question, please? 


(The reporter read the last question and answer as above 
set forth.) J 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see Mr. Ellicott that after¬ 
noon, Miss Jambor? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you see him? A. I seen him, 1 noticed ljiis 
car, in the entrance there and I seen him leaving, they 
stoned his car when he left. 

Q. When he left what? A. When he left the plant, when 
he left the mill. 

6735 Q. Through which gate was that? A. The time 
office gate. 

Q. Did you see any Bethlehem Steel Company jitneys 
that afternoon? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many ? A. I seen one. 

Q. Where was it going when you saw it? A. When I 
seen it it was standing up against the dispensary. 

Q. Where is that with reference to the gate, the dis¬ 
pensary, I mean ? A. About a hundred feet, that is in the 
time office, the dispensary is right in the time office. 

Q. That is on which side of the gate? A. On the right 
hand side. 

Q. And the right hand side as you go in the gate? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. In other words it is inside the plant? A. Inside the 
plant, yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see any people in or near the jitney ? A. 1 
noticed the one fellow coming out of the dispensary with 
his hand tied and he— 

Q. Well, now,— A. And he got into the jitney. 

6736 Q. What do you mean by “with his hand tied”? 
A. I noticed he had his hand bandaged, his arm wa|s 
bandaged, his hand was bandaged. 

6737 Q. Was anything said at that time by any one in 
the crowd? A. When the jitney driver was driving 

out and they stoned him and they told the women, the 


6737 
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women yelled at him and said, they wished it was his head 
instead of his linger. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Ford, I wonder 
if you would find out from the lady, what is on the left hand 
side of the gate, just so we will have a clear picture ? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is on left hand side of the 
gate? A. The watch box. 

Q. As you go in ? A. The watch box. 

Q. Any other building on the left hand side of the gate? 
A. No other building. 

Q. And as you proceed inside the plant, what is the next 
thing you come to after you pass the watch box? A. There 
is no other building till way back about five hundred or 
six hundred feet. 

Q. Is there anything between the watch box and the 
other building? A. No. 

Q. Well, are there any railroad tracks in there? 
6738 A. Yes, there is railroad tracks and they are not 
between the office and a watch box. 

Q. No, I don't mean between the office and the watch 
box, 1 mean between the office and at the next building you 
pass on the left as you go into the gate. A. There is rail¬ 
road tracks. 

Q. How* large a building is the time office itself ? A. It 
is a three-story, two-storv building. 

Q. Well, how long is it approximately? A. About 75 feet. 

Q. How far from River Avenue is the time office? A. 
Setting right on River Avenue, but the entrance is through 
the mill gate, they must go in through the entrance to the 
gate to get into it. 

Q. Did you see any automobiles leave the time office gate 
at three o’clock on the afternoon of Monday, June 14th, 
Miss Jambor? A. Yes, I seen about twelve cars leaving. 

Q. What, if anything, happened when these automobiles 
left the gate? A. As they were coining out the boys and 
the women, men, stoned those cars and there was five men 
standing in front of my windows there and there was four 
youngsters standing there and they told them, “Go ahead, 
stone them, go ahead, we’ll buy you candy down in Wood- 
vale.” 
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6739 Q. Could you describe the sound made by t|he 
stones as they struck the automobile ? A. The soufad 
would be just like hitting a drum, or something. 

Q. How large were the stones that were used, that wias 
thrown, at the automobiles that left at three o’clock? A. 
Most of them was the bricks, from down the river, half 
bricks. 

Q. How old were these youngsters, these young people 
that were throwing the stones, would you say? A. Fr(^m 
the age of about twelve to sixteen. 

Q. Did you see any trucks or automobiles pass up and 
down River Avenue that afternoon? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What, if anything, happened to them? A. They 
stoned them. 

Q. Who do you mean by “them”? A. The strikers, the 
people that was out, out there, they stoned any one th^t 
come along that afternoon, they stoned them all. 

Q. Now, apart from Mr. Ellicott’s car, the jitney aijd 

e 


the automobiles that left the gate at about three o’cloc 

did vou see anv other automobiles or trucks leave the tin 
* 

office gate that afternoon? A. Yes, I seen a car leaviri 
about ten minutes to five, when the dust storm con 
6740 along. 

Q. Prior to that time, had any watchmen left tl 
gate on foot, so far as you could see? A. No. 

Q. Did you see any watchmen in the vicinity of the gatle 
when the shift changed at three o’clock? A. Yes, they was, 


they come, they were going to get on the cars, but they werj 
afraid to, they stood back at the watch box. 

Mr. Rose: T object to the “afraid,” Mr. Examiner, mov 
to strike. 


Mr. Ford: That may go out, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What time did you see these men? A. 
Well, they got there about three o’clock and they stood 
there till six. 

Q. Where were they standing? A. In back of the watch 
box and along the, along the office there. 

Q. How many workmen were there? A. About thirty. 

Q. Did any street cars attempt to discharge passenger^ 
at the time office gate that afternoon? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 
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Mr. Ford: All right, I will withdraw the question. 
<>741 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any street cars slop at the 
time office gate on Monday afternoon? A. Monday: 

Q. That is, on the afternoon of June 14th, the afternoon 
we are speaking about ? A. They stopped, but they wouldn’t 
let anvbodv off. 

Q. What did the crowd, what, if anything, did the crowd 
do apart from throwing stones, when the street cars 
stopped at the time office gate that afternoon? 

Mr. Ford: 1 will withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Will you describe just what you saw 
at the time that the street cars stopped at the time office 
gate that afternoon? A. Well, that was right at time dust 
storm. 

Q. No, I am not speaking at the time of the dust storm, 
I am speaking of the time just prior to the change of time, 
when the cars stopped at the gate, can you describe what 
happened, when the street cars stopped at the gate? A. 
Yes, all they, if there was anybody tried to get out, why, 
the women would pull their clothes and holler at them, that 
was on Sundav, that was not on Monday, though. 

Q. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You sav that was on Sundav, not 
on Monday? 

6742 The Witness: On Sunday that was. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read that last answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any street car passengers leave 
the street car in front of the time office gate on Monday 
afternoon and attempt to go into the gate? A. Yes, there 
was some tried to go in, but they wouldn’t let them in. 

Q. Who wouldn’t let them in? A. The strikers wouldn't 
let— 

Mr. Rose: 1 object to that and move to strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what they did, please. 

The Witness: Why, they would close the door back and 
slam them and tell the motorman to keep on agoing and 
leave them up in Franklin. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see any State police that 
afternoon ? A. The first I noticed State police was about a 
quarter to five. 
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Q. Well, prior to that time, did you see any other police 
at the time office gate on Monday afternoon? A. Yes, ther 
was two Franklin police and Sheriff Boyle. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: B-o-y-l-e. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were there any stones thrown alt 
street cars or automobiles at the time the Frankli i 
(>743 police were there ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were there any stones thrown at street cars 
or automobiles at the time Sheriff Boyle was there? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. What were the Franklin police doing when you sa\i r 
them? A. Directing traffic for up, and the cars that would 
come up, why, they would direct traffic for them. 

Q. How far from the crowd or from those persons in the 
crowd that were throwing stones, was Sheriff Boyle at th^ 
time that you saw him? A. About fifteen feet. 

Q. In what direction was he looking, if you recall? A 
He was looking towards the store. 

Q. And, where were these people with reference to the 
store? A. They were throwing the stones from my side 
over, over to the mill side. 

Q. Well, was he looking in their direction? A. He was| 
looking towards the direction of the people. 

Q. What, if anything, did he do that afternoon with re- 1 
spect to the persons that were throwing the stones? A.I 
Didn’t do anything. 

(>744 Q. Did he arrest any of them, to your knowledge? 
A. No. 


Q. Did he speak to any of them, to your knowledge? A. 
Not that I seen. 

Q. Were these two traffic police at the gate at the same 
time that afternoon? A. No, one was down, stayed about 
an hour and then Sheriff Boyle got there. 

Q. Do you recall where the Franklin police stationed 
themselves while they were there, with reference to the 
gate? A. About the middle of the entrance on a street 
car track, they were standing on a street car track. 

Q. That is, right opposite the center of the gate? A. Of 
the gate. 

Q. Now, how far were the Franklin police from the per¬ 
sons that were throwing the stones at the time that you 
saw the police? A. About ten feet. 
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Q. In what direction were the Franklin police looking at 
the time that the persons! were throwing the stones? A. 
Right at the building. 

Q. And where were the persons that were throwing the 
stones with reference to the building? A. At the end of 
the building. 

6745 Q. Did the Franklin police, to your knowiedge, 
arrest anybody? A. No. 

Q. That afternoon at that gate? A. Nobody. 

Q. Do you know’ the names of the Franklin police that 
were there that afternoon? A. I know’ them, but I can’t 
just think of their name. 

Q. Did you see either of the two Franklin policemen 
speak to any of the persons that w*ere throwing the stones 
at any time Monday afternoon? A. They didn’t say a 
w’ord to nobody. 

Mr. Rose: No, that is not an answer to the question, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, w’ould you mind explain¬ 
ing that just a little bit more fully, please, Miss Jambor? 

The Witness: They didn’t, they didn’t say anything to 
no one, the boys w^ere throwing stones, they didn’t say 
anything to them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, do you want a few 
moments to look over your notes? 

Mr. Ford: Yes, I w’ould, if you please. 

6746 Trial Examiner Bloom: Just go ahead and take 
your time, suppose w*e take about a ten-minute 

recess. 

Well, just one moment, I think you have forgotten to 
enter your appearance, Mr. Ford, if I am not mistaken, 
the record show’s Mr. Moore and Mr. Broun. Will you bo 
good enough to state your name in the record? 

Mr. Ford: Have you my name, Mr. Reporter? 

The Reporter: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you do that, please? 

Mr. Moore: Eugene E. Ford. 

Mr. Ford: T think the reporter has my name. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The record will show that Mr. 
Ford is associated with Mr. Moore and Mr. Broun, is that 
correct? 

Mr. Moore: He got that from Mr. Ford—he got that, 
Mr. Ford gave it to him, when you didn’t see it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sorry, T just •wanted to make 
sure it was in the record. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, Miss Jambor, a few minutes 
ago you referred to a dust storm on Monday afternoon. 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. With reference to that dust storm, when did you first 
notice the State police? A. About a quarter to five. 

6747 Q. Well, was that before or after the dust storm 
started? A. Before the dust storm. 

Q. And what time did the dust storm start, approxi¬ 
mately? A. About five minutes to five. 

Q. How many State police did you see? A. At the time 
I only seen three. 

Q. What, if anything, did the State police do when the 
dust storm broke? A. Why, they ran, they had their car 
parked about 200 feet towards Franklin, they ran up to 
get their raincoats; as they did, why, the people, there* 
was a car coming from Franklin, a street car, and a few 
men tried to get on them cars during the dust storm, they 
stoned them, everybody picked up stones and was throwing 
stones at them, throwing stones at the street car and the] 
State Troopers jumped right out and chased them. 

Q. Well, now, when this storm started, where were the 
State Police? A. They were in their cars getting their 
raincoats. 

Q. How many persons participated in the throwing of 
the stones? A. Well, I would say about two hundred. 

Q. Were they just children or other people— A. Every¬ 
body, men, women and children. 

6748 Q. Did they throw anything else besides stones? 
A. Anything they could grab, bottles, and even, I 

had a stove, they took the legs off and even threw that, 
standing outside, alongside the building, the stove that 
they took apart. 
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Q. How long did this stoning last? A. About ten minutes. 

Q. How large was the crowd at that time? A. About 
1500. 

Q. Now, you had mentioned workmen that came out, I 
believe, to meet this street car that was coming down from 
the upper gate? A. Franklin; from Franklin. 

Q. When had you seen those workmen before? A. They 
were standing, inside, waiting to get out. 

Q. Were they the same:men that you already referred 
to? A. They were the men that were standing. 

Q. How long had they been there? A. They were there 
about an hour and 45 minutes. 

Q. Were any of these missiles thrown in the direction of 
those workmen? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did any of them strike the street car that was coming 
down from the upper gate in the direction of Johnstown? 
A. Yes, sir. 

6749 Q. Do you know a Mr. Varner? A. Yes, sir, just 
at the time Mr. Varner was coming out from the 

mill gate, from the entrance in a car— 

Q. Was he driving? A. Well, he was in another man’s 
car. 

Q. And, with reference to the stoning of the street car 
that was coming from the upper gate towards Johnstown, 
when did Mr. Varner come out the gate? A. At the same 
time that the car stopped, and they were coming out, when 
a Spaniard threw a stone and it hit him on the lap, at his 
lap. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Varner’s first name? A. No, I don’t. 

Q. Do you know where he worked? A. In the, in the 
office. 

Q. Time office? A. In the rate setting department. 

Q. Is that the rate setting department—is the rate setting 
department in the time office? A. That is where the car 
shops, rate setting office above the car shop. 

Q. Bethlehem Steel Company car shop? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did the State Police do when this stoning 
started? A. They jumped right out of their cars and 
chased them, told them to go. 

6750 Q. Did it rain that afternoon? A. A little just at 
the time. 
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Q. What did the crowd do after the State Police chased 
them, as you say? A. Why, they left. 

Q. How many people remained, if any? A. None. 

Q. How many State policemen were there? A. Afte^r, 
four. 

Q. Four of them at that time? A. Well, they, after the 
people left, I heard a rap on my door and I come in to see, 
I was in the back getting ready to go, when I come out, 
why, it was the State police asked me to open the doo|r 
and 1 let them in and they took their raincoats off and I 
asked them if it was all right for me to leave, if it was clear. 

Q. What did they say? A. They said, “Yes, there ip 
nobody out there now, you can go.” 

6751 Mr. Rose: I move to strike the conversation will 
the State police. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was there any damage done to your 
store on Monday or at any time between Friday, June 11th, 
and the time the so-called martial law was lifted? A. Yes, 
there was a window broken, door knobs, and door knobs 
taken off the doors and about fiftv feet of lumber, boardi 
pulled off the back of my building. 

Q. Well, now, you mentioned an old stove, where was 
that at the time that the strike started? A. At the end of 
the building, I had that taken out and it was settin’ there. 

Q. Well, after martial law was lifted, what if anything 
was left of that stove? A. Nothing but a part of a bowl 
the bottom bowl of the stove. 

Q. After this conversation which you had with the State 
policemen in the store, Miss Jambor, what did you do next j 
A. I asked if it was safe enough for me to go home, they 
asked me where I lived, I told them in Morrellville, they told 
me it was all right, the road was clear here, but they don’tj 
know how it was down further, and then they said, “There 
is a street car coming, you better make it and go. 

6752 Q. What did you do? A. I got on the next car and 
started for home. When we got down to Woodvale, 

when they start screaming and yelling and calling us names, 
there was about seven men got in the same car as I did at 
the time office gate. 

Q. Whom do you mean by “they started to scream”? A. 
The people that were out on the street. 
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Q. In Woodvale? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Anything else happen ? A. They broke a window in 
the street car and the motorman stopped, he thought, “what 
is the matter”? I yelled and he said, “What is the matter?” 

I told him, I said, “Somebody broke a window.” “Well,” 
he said, “get up and stand in front of the stove,” and the 
rest of the men that were in there, they stood up too, they 
were standing up at the front end of the car. 

Q. Well, now, with reference to you, where were the 
other men in the car standing? A. Right in back of me. 

Q. Going back to conditions outside of the store on Mon¬ 
day afternoon, for a moment, please, Miss Jambor, could 
you tell us whether you recall any statement made, or ex¬ 
pression used by any of the people in the car? A. 

6753 Yes, the men that were standing there and the chil¬ 
dren that were standing there, they told them to go 

ahead and throw stones. 

Q. Well, do you recall any particular kind of language 
that was used by the crowd ? A. Yes, they cussed and yelled 
and— 

Q. Now, on Monday afternon, between one o’clock and 
the time that you left your store to go home, did you see 
any workmen leave the street cars or any street car in front 
of your store, and go in through the time office gate on 
foot ? A. No. 

Q. I will rephrase that question. While you were in the 
vicinity of the time office gate on Monday afternoon be¬ 
tween one o’clock and the time you went home— A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q.—did you see any workmen go through, get off a street 
car and go through the time office gate on foot, rather than 
in an automobile? A. No, I don’t, I don’t remember. 

6754 Q. What time was it when you closed the store on 
Monday afternoon ? A. That was about a quarter to 

six. 

Q. Did you return the following day to the store? No. 

Q. Well, did you go up there on Tuesday at any time dur¬ 
ing the day? A. I went up there at five o’clock in the after¬ 
noon. 

Q. On Tuesday ? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Did you open the store for business at that time? A. 
No, I just went up there, I have a dog and I used to takte 
his eats up. 

Q. How long did you stay on Tuesday ? A. About a half 
an hour. 

Q. Now, when did you reopen the store for business? A. 
After martial law was lifted. 

Q. Did you have occasion to go up there again to see the 
dog or for any other purpose after Tuesday and before you 
reopened for business ? A. Every day. 

Q. What time of day did you go up there? A. Between 
five and six. 

Q. How long would you stay? A. About half an 
6755 hour. 

Q. Were you working anywhere else during tha 
period, Miss Jambor? A. No. 

Q. What reason, if any, did you have for closing the store 
for business during that period? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as calling 
for a conclusion, operation of the witness’ mind, incom¬ 
petent, immaterial and irrelevant. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, the state of this witness’ mind 


is a fact that she is certainly competent to testify about, 
we are not confined to circumstantial evidence in showing a 
reason, we can get direct evidence from the witness, I think. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you have any reason for going to 
the store at the time of day that you did, namely, about 
5:30 in the afternon? A. Yes. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, she says she has a reason, 
we haven’t heard what the reason is. 

The Witness: The reason is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, wait a minute. 

Mr. Rose: I object. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what is that reason? 

6756 Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, I think it 
is the same question that was asked before and ob¬ 
jection was sustained. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) How did you get from your home to 
the store on those days when the store was closed? A. The 
street car. 

Q. Pardon me! A. The street car, the street car. 

Q. Can you tell me generally what conditions were when 
you arrived at the gate on the street car on those days? A. 
Well, Wednesday when I got to town I asked the motorman 
if it was safe enough. 

Q. Wednesday, June 16th? 

Mr. Rose: Now, I object to conversations with the motor- 
man, there should be some limits on conversations, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: I asked the motorman if it was safe enough 
for me to go up, and he said, “ There is only a few men up 
there right now.” Then he told me that he almost got his 
head knocked off with a stone that hit the street car. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, I object to the con¬ 
versation. 

6757 Trial Examiner Bloom: May that go out by con¬ 
sent? 

Mr. Rose: With the motorman. 

Mr. Ford: That may go out. 

The Witness: So I asked him if there is anybody going 
up, I wasn’t in the street car yet when I asked him that. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Any workmen, you mean? A. Any 
workmen or any passengers. He said he didn’t have any 
on there, so as I got on there was a colored fellow got on 
and as we were going up, when you get up, when we got 
up to the bridge, the fellows that were on the curb sitting 
by my store would always run across the street. 

Q. How many were there? A. There would be always 
about fifty of them, but there had only been three or four 
running across the street to see who was getting off. 

Well, when I was going to get off I noticed this colored 
man got up too and I asked the colored man, I said “Are 
you getting off?” 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, we now have a con¬ 
versation with an unidentified colored man. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may continue, go ahead. 

The Witness: I asked him if he was getting off, and he 
said, “Yes.” Well, I said, “You go first,” so as we 
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6758 got to the gate there was three fellows there and 
they asked him where he was going. He said, 4 ‘to 

work. 7 ' He said, “Go on, you black, black, 77 —and they 
called him names, they slammed the door and said, “K$ep 
on going. 77 | 

So the motorman hollered and said, “There is another 
passenger who wants off. 77 So then they looked and they 
noticed it was me and they let me off but they didn’t let 
the colored fellow off. 

Q. You say they didn’t let him off, what did they do? A. 
They closed the door. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did they do anything more 
than what you have told us about? j 

The Witness: Just called him names and told him to ke^p 
on going. 

Q. Stopped him? Did they touch him? A. No. 

Q. They just— A. They just closed the doors. 

Q. Now, this was Wednesday, June the 16th, wasn’t it? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On subsequent days were conditions the same or were 
they different in any respect? A. They were always the 
same when I went there until the martial law come in|,o 
effect. 

Q. How many persons were at the gate at the time 

6759 office gate when you visited the store on subsequent 
days? A. Betwen forty and fifty. 

Q. After Wednesday, did you see any of those persons 
commit any acts of violence? A. No, not after. 

Q. Do you remember the day that you reopened the store 
for business, Miss Jambor? A. After the martial law wal 
lifted. 

Q. What day of the week was that, if you recall? A. |l 
believe that was Friday. 

Mr. Ford: That is all. Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just off the record, a moment! 
please. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Would you, Miss Jambor, describe th^ 
front of your store, please? A. The front of the store? 
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Q. Yes, please. A. Why, it has eleven windows in the 
store and four doors, it is a frame building and one story, 
it is a one-storv building. 

Q. On the outside of the store, above the windows, does 
anything project outwards toward the street 1 ? A. 

6760 Why, just over seven windows. 

Q. What projects over seven windows ? A. It is sort 
of, just a frame, not a frame, it is just like, it would be, 
well, I just— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what you call a wooden 
shutter ? 

The Witness: No, it isn’t a shutter, it is just sort of a 
porch, like, not— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: A canopy, is that the word you 
are looking for? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Would you call it— A. Something like 
that. 

Q. Would you call it a shed? A. It would be a shed for 
the windows. 

Q. Well, does it project directly at right angles to the 
front of the building? A. Yes. 

Q. Or does it slant diagonally toward the street ? A. It 
slants. 

Q. Diagonally toward the street? A. Yes, it slants, yes, 
sir. 

6761 Q. And what is the distance from the building to 
the edge of the shed, do you know? A. From the 

building? 

Q. Yes, from the front of the building to the edge of the 
shed? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What shed are you talking 
about? 

Mr. Ford: Will you please define what you mean by 
“shed,” Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Well, the witness has referred to it as a shed, 
the projection above the windows which she says extend 
from the front of the building diagonally toward the street. 
The Witness: That is only about a foot wide. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Only a foot wide? A. Only— 

Q. You mean from the front of the building to the edge? 
A. It is only about a foot and a half wide. 
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Q. You mean from the front of the building to about the 
edge of what we have referred to as the shed is about a 
foot, is that correct? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: A foot and a half. 

Mr. Ford: What does he mean by the word “shed,” Mr. 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When counsel said “shed,” do 
you mean this projection? 

6762 The Witness: Yes, sir, that is the top of the build¬ 
ing, that is the shop— 

Trial Examiner Bloom .* That goes out toward the gutt 
or the street? 

The Witness: Out toward the street, that is right abo^e 
the windows. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does that run the whole lengtjh 
of the building in front, Miss Jambor? 

The Witness: No, just over seven windows. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there one piece of wood, or 
one entire piece of wood, or shed, as we have called it, th 
goes over all the windows, or are there seven separate? 
The Witness: It is one that goes over the seven window^. 
Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further, Mr. Ford? 
Mr. Ford: Nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you Misjs 
Jambor, you are excused. 

The Witness: Can I go now? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, you may go now. 

(Witness Excused.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I did not expect to finisll 
quite so soon. I asked Mr. Broun to be back at 11:30. 
will telephone him. 

6763 Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a recess 
until eleven o’clock. 


(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

George C. Mallory resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 
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Cross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) On June 14, 1937, did you know the 
name of Mr. Fetzko? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At that time, did you know the name of Mr. Jaime? 
A. Yes sir. 

Q. Prior to that time, had you ever spoken to Mr. Fetzko? 
A. Just casually, bid him the time of day. 

Q. Had you ever spoken to Mr. Jaime? A. Not to my re¬ 
collection. 

Q. Had you ever seen him before? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where had you seen him before? A. I saw Mr. Jaime 
going in the plant and out of the plant. 

6764 Q. At what gate? A. At the Iron Street, gas sta¬ 
tion gate. 

Q. Do you recall how long before June 14th you had seen 
him? A. Not definitely. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the ques¬ 
tion is not clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 think you better rephrase it, 
Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Approximately how many days prior 
to June 14th had you seen Mr. Jaime? 

Mr. Broun: Still the same objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) At the gate? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean when was the last 
time before June 14th? 

Mr. Rose: That is right. 

The Witness: T couldn’t exactly tell the day or the date, 
because those men went from one plant to another through 
my gate. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did anybody tell you how to spell Mr. 
Fetzko ? s name? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did anybody tell you how to spell Mr. Jaime’s name? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Had you ever seen Mr. Fetzko’s name in writ- 

6765 ing? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where? A. In answer to your question, Mr. 
Fetzko’s name was on a pass that I received at my gate. 

Q. When? A. I couldn’t tell you exactly when. 

Q. Was it in the year 1937? A. I couldn’t tell you that, 
I get so many passes that it is impossible to remember just 
who is who. 
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Q. Well, about what was the size of the crowd on Juhe 
14th when you say you first recognized Mr. Fetzko? A. Gjh, 
I would estimate the crowd at about two hundred. 

Q. And about what was the size of the crowd on Jue 14th 
when you first recognized Mr. Jaime? A. Approximately 
about 250. 

Q. Did you recognize anybody else in the crowd! 
None that I could name. 

Q. You mean of the approximately 200 people in tljie 
crowd on June 14th, the only person you can name is Mr. 
Fetzko? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it seems ^o 
me it is unfair to the witness, it is already answered, more¬ 
over. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

6766 Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it, rephrase that 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is it your testimony that the onl^ 
person you recognized by name in the crowd that you sa^ 
on June 14th are Mr. Fetzko and Mr. Jaime? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, the question 
has been answered precisely by the witness on cross-ex¬ 
amination not more than a minute and a half ago. 

Mr. Rose: This is cross-examination, I think I have a 
right to ask this question, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: I don’t understand, Mr. Examiner, that count 
sel has the right to ask precisely the same question more 
than once. 

Mr. Rose: This is not precisely the same question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer, go ahead. 

The Witness: I do. 

6767 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where were you yesterday 
morning ! 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, 1 object to that, what bearing 
has that on the issues in this case? 

Mr. Rose: Let’s find out if it has any. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: In bed. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you go to the office of the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company? A. I beg your pardonf 

Q. Did you go to the office of the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany? A. No, sir. 

Q. Are you sure of that? A. Positive. 

Q. Where were you at 10:30 yesterday morning? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: At home. 

Mr. Broun—irrelevent, incompetent and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has answered the question. 
Motion to strike denied. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, will you read the answer, 1 
didn’t catch it? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Since you left this auditorium 
6768 last Friday, did you talk to anybody about your testi¬ 
mony? A. No, sir. 1 

Q. Prior to the time that you came here on Friday, had 
you spoken to any one about your testimony? A. I don’t 
understand your question. 

Mr. Broun: Will you please clarify that question, Mr. 
Rose ? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Before you were sworn in here as a 
witness, had you spoken to anybody about anything you 
have said here. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, that is a per¬ 
fectly impossible question, lie hadn’t said anything here 
before he was sworn. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection as 
to the form of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Before you came in, did you talk to 
anybody about your testimony? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, he had not 
given any testimony before he came here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Make it specific. 

Mr. Rose: I tried to make it specific, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you will have to try again 
and T hope this time you succeed. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Before you came here oil Friday, did 
you ever talk to anybody along the lines that you haVe 
testified here? 

6769 Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead, go ahead 
and answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is it your— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may the record show that I 
talked to this witness before he went on the stand, and we 
all talk— 

Mr. Rose: We are entitled to ask that question on cros^- 
examination; counsel for the respondents repeatedly asked 
similar questions and there was no effort made to prompt 
the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right, go ahead. 

Mr. Rose: If counsel does not want us to cross-examine 
this man, we might be told so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, if you will put ques¬ 
tions that the witness could answer clearly, you wouldnrt 
have this difficulty. 

The Witness: Absolutely. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, there is probably no 
great secret about this, as 1 stated, when the Board was 
putting in its case and similar questions came up. Of 
course, lawyers talk to witnesses before they put them on, if 
they know their business, but the way you are phras- 

6770 ing your questions to this witness, he can’t possibly 
make an intelligible answer to them. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Can you tell us what was in the watch 
box during the month of June? When I refer to the “watc^ 
box” I mean the watch box that you have referred to. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is not clear 
what watch box he is talking about and, furthermore, any¬ 
thing might have been in the watch box. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s find out which watch 
box are you referring to, the watch box at the so-called Iron 
Street gate? 

Mr. Rose: Of course, as I recall the testimony he has 

onlv referred to one watch box. 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s make it specific, are you 
talking about the watch box at the Iron Street gate? 
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Mr. Rose: Of course. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, say so. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I further object to the ques¬ 
tion because it is not specific what watch box means. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled, go ahead and tell us. 
The Witness: You mean all the things that were in 
there ? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Yes, in a general—briefly? A. There 
was— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that that 

6771 question is much too broad. I suppose there were 
pencils and many sorts of things in the watch box. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I ruled that he can answer the 
question. 

Mr. Broun: I beg your pardon, I didn’t hear your rul¬ 
ing. 

The Witness: The regular equipment of a watch box, or 
an office, pencils, etc., two desks, a small table, a clock, on 
this one desk, two telephones. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was there a tear gas gun in the watch 
box ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Any teargas shells? A. No sir. 

Q. Was there a revolver in that watch box ! A. Not to my 
knowledge. 

Q. You mean you didn’t see any there? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the witness 
has answered the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Were there any clubs in that watch 
box? A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. About what time was it on June 14th when you first 
saw Mr. Fetzko in the crowd at the Iron Street gate? 

6772 A. Around eight o’clock. 

Q. And about what time w^as it when you saw, 
when you say you saw, Mr. Jaime there? A. Just shortly 
after that. 

Q. Was it light or dark at that time? A. It was light. 

Q. About how far from the gate did you see Mr. Fetzko? 
A. Approximately 15 feet. 

Q. And how far from the gate did you see Mr. Jaime? 
A. Approximately 25 feet. 
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Q. Now, when you are on duty, what is your equipment? 
A. Pencils— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might I ask Mr. Bose to spe¬ 
cify a little more in detail; does he mean personal equip¬ 
ment, or what sort of equipment? 

Mr. Rose: Of course, I mean equipment as a watchman. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you mean that he was 
wearing, or— 

Mr. Bose: That’s right. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you wear a uniform? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And a badge? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Anything else that you use as a watchman in the line 
of duty? A. No, sir. 

(>773 Q. Do you have a whistle? A. Yes, a whistle that 
goes in with it, it goes in with the uniform. 

Q. Do you carry any arms? A. No, sir. 

Q. Carry any club? A. No, sir. 

Q. Any billy? A. No, sir . 

Q. You know what a billy is, don’t you? A. I certainly 
do. 

Q. Now prior to June 14, 1937, had anybody instructed 
you to watch for Mr. Fetzko and Mr. Jaime at the Iron 
Street gate? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, that ques¬ 
tion covers entirely too much territory and is therefore 
too indefinite to elicit an intelligible answer. It covers the 
whole field of history, as I said before. Those questions— 
Mr. Bose: T think T am entitled to inquire about the 'whole 
field of history. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead, answer it. 

The Witness: Nobody ever instructed me to look for Mr. 
Fetzko or any other individual. 

6774 Q. (By Mr. Bose) Did you tell anybody that night 
that you had seen Mr. Fetzko and Mr. Jaime there? 
A. Not unless it was in a general conversation. 

6775 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, can you tell us whether or 
not you did? A. I don’t remember just what was 

said, there were too damn much that happened in that time. 

Q. Were you ever deputized as an officer of the city of 
Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When? A. Some time in January or February of 
1936. 
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Q. And by whom were you so deputized? A. Mayor 
Shields. 

Q. And were you such an officer during the month of 
June, 1937 ? A. So far as I know. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, what does the 
attorney mean by “such an officer,” and I therefore move 
that the answer be stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I assumed that what it 
meant, “such” refers back to the deputy officer—do you 
mean? 

Mr. Rose: Of course, what <*lse could it refer to? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) During the month of June, you were 
an officer of the city of Johnstown? A. Yes. 

6776 Q. Were you able to find the oath you referred on 

on Friday? A. I found one. 

Q. May T see it, please? A. Yes, sir. This is the only 
one that T have found, the only one I can remember of. 

(The witness handed Mr. Rose a paper.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Rose, have you finished your examina¬ 
tion? 

Mr. Rose: No, 1 haven’t quite, I am just looking at this, 
( want to see what I will do. Do you want to see it, too? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, I would be glad to. 

Mr. Rose: I will be glad to show it to you. 

(Mr. Rose handed Mr. Broun the paper. ) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) During the month,—1 am sorry, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, go right ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) During the months of June and July, 
1937, did you go to the homes of any employees of the 
Bethlehem Steel Company and ask them to return to work? 
A. No, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, 1 object to that question, it is 
incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial, it is beyond 
G777 the scope of the direct examination and it is—I 
understand the witness had answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said no. 

Mr. Broun: Then, I will withdraw the objection. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) Now, with reference to the crowd at 
the Iron Street gate on June 14th, 1937, is there any reason 
why you didn’t recognize any other persons besides Mr. 
Fetzko and Mr. Jaime? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that question. Mr. Examiner. It 
calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think on cross-examina¬ 
tion, I have been consistently permitting questions of that 
kind to be asked, not on direct, but on cross, as T did all 
through the Board’s case. He may answer. 

Mr. Broun: Would you mind reading the question— 

The Witness: Yes, read it. 

Mr. Broun—so the witness will have it clear in his mind! 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth.) 

The Witness: No specific reason, there was a crowd— | 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I believe you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let him finish. 

Mr. Rose: I am sorry, go ahead. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

6778 The Witness: There was a crowd there, and the 
reason I recognized Mr. Fetzko and Mr. Jaime was 
because they were the ones that were doing the talking 
around the picket line at that particular time. 

They were the ones that T particularly noticed, for that 
reason. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I believe you testified that during the 
evening of June 14th, 1937, the crowd increased to the size 
of approximately two thousand, is that correct? A. That 
is correct. 

Q. Now, did you recognize anybody other than the peo¬ 
ple you have mentioned in that crowd? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question, it 
has been answered on cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: What was your ruling, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know Adam Gibson? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Is he a relative of yours? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, I don’t sup¬ 
pose that, no matter what the answer is, the witness has 
any real objection to giving it, but it seems to me 
(>779 it is totally irrelevant, immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Mr. Gibson is the father of my first wife. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you ever hear the expression 
“Plan of Employees’ Representation”? A. I don’t under¬ 
stand your question. 

Q. Did you ever hear the words “Plan of Employee 
Representation”? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether Mr. Gibson was ever chairman 
under that Plan in the Bethlehem plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, was he? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. About when ? A. I don’t know just what years. 

Q. Was it 1934? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the ques¬ 
tion has been answered on cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: T wouldn’t state definitely, no, I don’t 
know positive. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who is Andy Captain, I believe that 
is the name you mentioned, if I am wrong, please 
(>780 tell me. A. Andy Captain is one of the drivers at 
the gate. 

Q. And von have referred to what you have said is a 
patient bearer car. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that Mr. 
Rose’s references are not quite clear, would you mind re¬ 
phrasing the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wish vou would. 

Mr. Rose: I will withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you call a certain car a “patient 
bearer car”, on your direct examination? A. I believe I 
did. 

Q. Is that the same as what has been referred to as the 
“jitney”? A. That is right. 

Q. You also referred to a “jitney.” Well, what kind of 
a car is a “jitney”? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, it is a quite 
unclear question. It doesn't show whether the car is a 
sedan or the type of car or the make or anything else. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he may answer. Go ahead, 
tell us about it. 

Mr. Bose: Well, that is what I wanted to know, M^*. 
Examiner. 

The Witness: A jitney is almost any car that is 

6781 used for carrying passengers, but that is just ^ 
common phrase we used. 

0. (Bv Mr. Rose) Well, what kind of a car was the 
jitney you referred to? A. A Dodge sedan. 

Q. And where in the car were Andy Captain and th<]j 
Mr. Furman you referred to sitting when you saw T tha 
car? A. In the front seat. 

Q. Do you have flat feet ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, as irrele¬ 
vant, immaterial, furthermore, the question is not clear} 
What does he mean by 44 flat feet”? It calls for a conclu¬ 
sion on the part of the witness for some medical fact, if it 
means anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, tell us. 

The Witness: I am not a medical man, ask an intelligent 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You don’t know whether— 

Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner, I think the witness ought 
to be— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know w’hat it is? 

The Witness: I don’t understand what the man means 
as “flat feet,” in the first place, that question— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He doesn’t understand, 

6782 go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You say, Mr. Jaime called you 
a flat foot, is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, he might 
call him a 44 son of a bitch” or anything else. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, if counsel doesn’t 
want me to ask this man questions he might just as well 
say so, and I won’t ask him any questions. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to Mr. Rose’s state¬ 
ment, it is not correct, he can ask him any questions he 
wants, and I have a right to object to his questions, if T 
consider them objectionable. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. I might say that 
all the lawyers in this case have certainly availed them¬ 
selves of the right to object to questions. 

Mr. Rose: Now, the witness testified, this man testified 
that a witness called him a flat foot, I would like to know 
whether he understood it. 

Mr. Broun: Well, you should have asked him that. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think I have a right to ask him the 
questions I think proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead. 

However, Mr. Broun, I suggest that when you argue 
matters of proper or improper questions, you pick your 
phrases a bit more discretely, if I may so suggest. 

6783 Go ahead, Mr. Rose. It is one thing to have a wit¬ 
ness tell what he heard somebody sav and use cer¬ 
tain language, I think it is another thing to have an attor¬ 
ney use language of that kind in the course of an argu¬ 
ment. 

• Mr. Broun: The point is that the testimony on direct 
examination was as to what other persons called the wit¬ 
ness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Not as to whether the witness considered— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I get your point. 

Mr. Broun: —or deserved the description. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am merely point out that the 
language you used in stressing the point— 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —could be toned down, to say 
the least. Go ahead, Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You say Mr. Jaime called you a flat 
foot, is that correct? A. That is correct. 

Q. What did you understand by that expression? A. 
That is a common expression used towards a policeman or 
a watchman, or anybody in that capacity. 

Q. And, Mr. Jaime was correct when he called 

6784 vou a ‘‘flat foot”? A. I am not, I never had ruv 
feet examined as to that part. 

Q. Well, you just said a “flat foot” was a watchman or 
an officer? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr. Examiner, there is no testi¬ 
mony to that effect. It assumes a state of facts not in 
evidence. I move the answer be stricken. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, 1 will let it stand. Go 
ahead, Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, you testified that Mr. Jaime 
called you a “scab”, is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you understand by the word “scab”? A.. 
I understand that the word “scab” means one man taking 
another man’s job. 

6785 Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, anything fur¬ 
ther? 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Mallory, in answer to one ol 
Mr. Rose’s questions on cross-examination, I have for¬ 
gotten the day to which you referred, but on one of the 
days during the strike, I believe that you said that the 
shift changed while you were on duty at the Iron Street 
gate at 5:30, and at 11 p.m.; can you explain to me what 
you meant by that, if you did say that? 

Mr. Rose: I don’t recall any such testimony, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s first find out, do you re¬ 
call saying that? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead and explain what you 
meant. 

The Witness: The 5:30 shift is the men that come, or 
leave, the plant that are on salary, or in the capacity as 
the foremen, and the men that leave the plant at the eleven 
o’clock shift are from the various different departments. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Are those tw’o changes, changes 
which take place each day? A. Usually they are the 
changes that take place, the foremen come out at 

6786 most any time between 5:30 and six o’clock, or there¬ 
after. 

Q. I hand you the paper which you handed to Mr. Rose 
in response to his request that you bring a copy of any 
paper that you had in connection with the oath that you 
took; will you look at that paper and tell me what the 
date is. 

(The document was passed to the witness.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, Mr. Broun, do 
you intend to offer this? 

Mr. Broun: I will withdraw that question, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you look at that paper and tell 
me whether or not it refreshes your memory as to when 
you received it? 

(A document was passed to the witness.) 

Mr. Broun: I withdraw that, if you will. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know when you received this 
paper, do you remember? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What paper are you now going 
to refer to, are you going to mark that for identification, 
or are we going to— 

Mr. Broun: I don’t think, Mr. Bloom, it is necessary to 
mark the paper for identification when it is used merely 
to refresh the memory of a witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You were asking a ques- 
6787 tion about the paper, about an event that occurred, 
if I understand the question. 

Mr. Broun: I am asking him whether he remembers 
whether he received the paper which he handed to Mr. 
Rose, produced in response to Mr. Rose’s question this 
morning. Do you understand the question, Mr. Mallory? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Broun) Do you remember when you received 
that paper? A. No, I don’t just remember, but it was 
within a week’s time from the date on this. 

Q. Do you remember what the date on there is? A. 
August 20th, I think is the date there. 

Q. What year? A. 1929. 

Q. Have you received any similar paper to the one— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, I still say, I don’t 
want to interrupt the question, but if you are now going to 
talk about papers similar to the one that you are referring 
to— 

Mr. Broun: Will you mark that for identification? 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 55, for identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Mallory, I hand you Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 55 for identification and ask you to 
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:i537 


6788 tell me generally wliat it is, without telling me what 
the contents is. 

(Respondents 7 Exhibit 55 for identification was passed 
to the witness.) 

A. What is that? 

Q. Just tell me, please, what date appears on the paper, 
please, if any date appears; what signature appears on 
the paper, if any, and what the heading is? A. The head¬ 
ing is, “Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Department of 
State, Harrisburg, August 20, 1929. 77 It is addressed to 
myself and signed by Robert R. Lewis; does that cofer 
your question? 

Q. Is there anything else in connection with the signa¬ 
ture? A. Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Q. Did you receive that paper? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How? A. Through the mail. 

Q. Do you remember when? A. Not exactly. 

Q. Approximately? A. Within a week after the date 
thereon. 

Mr. Broun: Do you care to see it again, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you offering it, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: I will offer in evidence, Mr. Exain- 

6789 iner, Respondents’ Exhibit 55 for identification las 
Respondents’ Exhibit No. 55. 

Mr. Rose: No objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It will be received as Respon¬ 
dents 7 Exhibit 55. 

(Thereupon, the document heretofore marked “Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit No. 55 for identification,’ 7 was received in 
evidence.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I see it, please? 

Mr. Broun: Certainly, Mr. Examiner. 

(Respondents 7 Exhibit No. 55 was passed to the Trial 
Examiner.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember whether or not, 
Mr. Mallory, you received any other paper after you re¬ 
ceived Respondents’ Exhibit 55, similar to Respondents; 7 
Exhibit 55? A. 1 received a paper similar to this, the 
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only difference was, it wasn't a paper of this type, that is, 
what I mean, it was the rules governing this particular 
permission. 

Q. Did you receive that at the same time that you re¬ 
ceived Respondents’ Exhibit 55, or some other time? A. 
If I remember correctly, I received it at the same time. 

Q. Well, now, after you received Respondents' 

6790 Exhibit 55 and this paper which contains rules, if 
you remember, did you receive any other paper at 

another time similar to Respondents’ Exhibit 55? A. No, 
sir. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything more, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: One question. 

Recross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you ever hear the expression, 
“Coal and Iron Police”? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that as incompe¬ 
tent, irrelevant, immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Were you a member of the Coal and 
Iron Police of the State of Pennsylvania? A. Industrial 
police. 

Q. Weren't the industrial policemen also referred to as 
Coal and Iron Policemen? A. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Rose: That’s all. 

Mr. Broun: One more question. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Mr. Broun: You are through, aren’t you? 

6791 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose has finished, 
yes. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Malloery, in answer to Mr. 
Rose’s question, did you mean that you were a member of 
the industrial police, or that you were? A. I mean that 
I was. 

Q. You mean that you are not now a member of the in¬ 
dustrial police? A. 1 don't quite get your question, Mr. 
Broun, in order to bring it out clearly. 
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Q. Are you now a member of tlie industrial policef A. 
I am a member of the Bethlehem— 

Q. Bethlehem watchmen, is that it? A. Industrial po¬ 
lice, industrial police, I suppose that is correct. 

Mr. Broun: Will you repeat the question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer (as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Are you, Mr. Mallory, a policeman 
at all at the present time? 

Mr. Rose: The witness has answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : 1 think we went over that pretty 
fairly on direct, didn’t we, the other day, Mr. Broun? 

6792 Mr. Broun: It is confused to my mind, it was 
brought out on recross-examination— 

The "Witness: Under the Mayor’s oath I am a policeman 
at the present time. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) When was that oath to which you 
refer taken? A. Some time in Januarv or February 6f 
1936. 

Q. Do you remember for what period you were at that 
time commissioned or invested with authority as a city 
policeman, if you were? A. 1 don’t remember at any time, 
any specific time being stated. 

Q. Well, do you have any power as a policeman or have 
any power under the oath to which you refer off the prop¬ 
erty of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you ever at any time since January 1, 1936 or 
since you took the oath to which you refer exercised anjv 
power which you then got as a policeman? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, that calls for a con 
sion, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will let him answer. 

The Witness: What? 

Mr. Rose: What does ‘‘exercise” mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

6793 The Witness: No, sir. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examine^. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further? 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, that’s all, Mr. Mai 
lory, thank you, you are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 


iclij- 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: It is now 12:15, suppose we ad¬ 
journ at this time until 1:45, or would you rather start 
with a witness now, it makes no difference? 

Mr. Broun: I think it is perhaps better, Mr. Examiner, 
to wait until after lunch since the time is so short, because 
I hardly think we could finish with very much. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, we will adjourn un¬ 
til 1:45. Remember, please, there will be no hearing be¬ 
tween 3:30 and 4:30. 

Mr. Broun: Today? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, the school needs the audi¬ 
torium, so please be prompt at 1:45, all counsel. 

(Thereupon, at 12:15 p.m., the hearing was adjourned 
to 1:45 o’clock p.m.) 


6797 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at 1:45 o’clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. This is off the record. 

(Whereupon, there was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Call your next- 
witness. 

Mr. Ford: Mrs. Charles E. Killen. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you say Miss or Mrs.? 

Mr. Ford: Mrs. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I thought. 

Mrs. Charles E. Killen was called as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, after which the following 
proceedings ensued: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you raise your right hand ? 

The Witness: I don’t raise my right hand, I affirm. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection to that? 

The Witness: I affirm, I don’t raise my right hand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is your religion? 

The Witness: What difference does it make what my re¬ 
ligion is? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have a reason for not 
taking an oath ? 
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6798 The Witness: I just affirm, I don’t raise my hand, 
that is all. Didn’t you never hear of that before ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I have heard of a lot of 
things. 

Mr. Moore: That is common in Pennsylvania. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sorry, I didn’t understand, 
T was just wondering what faith the lady is. 

The Witness: I am a Brethren. 

Mr. Moore: I think the only difference is she simply 
affirms instead of swear, that is all. 

The Witness: I have served on the Cambria County 
Jury and I have never raised my right hand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you affirm to tell the 
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth? 

The Witness: I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection to the form qf 
the oath? 

Mr. Shawe: We have no objection to that. 

Mr. Rose: No, no objection. 

Mrs. Charles E. Killen called as a witness by and on be¬ 
half of the Respondents, being duly affirmed, testified a[$ 
follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How do you spell your last 

6799 name? A. K-i-l-l-e-n. 

Q. Where do you reside? A. 134 Spruce Street, 
Franklin Boro. 

The Reporter: What is your first name? 

The Witness: Beth. 


Q. (By Mr. Ford) How far is your home from Mair 
Street, Franklin Boro? A. Well, it is Main Street and ther 
Spruce Street, I live on the second street, that is Main 
Street and then Spruce Street. 

Q. Going in what direction? A. Well, it is up, see, we 
live on a hill, it is a slant, Main Street, and then we go 1 
right up the alley to Spruce Street. 

Q. Are there any streets or alleys between Main Street 
and Spruce Street? A. There is one alley, they call it 
Locust Street. 

Q. Well, I mean any street running parallel, in the same 
direction, as Main Street, between Main Street— A. Yes, 
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Locust Street, but it is just an alley, just the rear of Main, 
see, and the rear of Spruce. 

Q. Well, now, suppose that you were to go from the time 
office or lower Franklin gate of the Cambria plant to your 
home, what street would you travel on first? A. Main 
Street. 

6800 Q. Well, is that the name of the street ? A. Then 
you would come right out Main Street, you see. The 

mill gate is on Main, then you go up Main Street, then we 
turn up Locust Street. 

Q. You are speaking of the upper gate? A. Yes, that is 
where we reside. 

Q. All right. A. Where the mill gate is. 

Q. Going from the upper Franklin Gate to your home, 
you proceed first along Main Street? A. Along Main 
Street, yes, sir. 

Q. And then w’hat would you do? A. Well, then, we, as 
a rule, turn up Locust Street, that is a former alley, which 
we formerly called Broad Alley, now’ they have named their 
alleys and it is Locust Street. 

Q. How’ far up Locust Street do you go before you arrive 
at Spruce Street? A. Well, I am very poor at figures, T 
don’t know’ how^ far it is, it is really the first street, though 
—you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where did you say you lived? 
The Witness: Spruce Street. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the address ? 

The Witness: 134. 

6801 Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that Johnstowm? 

The Witness: Franklin Boro, we get our mail 

through Conemaugh, our postoffice address is Conemaugh. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you ever hear of Hill Alley, Mrs. 
Killen? A. Well, I guess, wrhat formerly was Locust Street 
might be Hill Alley now, they changed the streets up there 
so often, I think that is Hill Alley now% the one in betwreen 
Main and Spruce. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, for the convenience of 
the witness, Mrs. Killen, w’ould you please look at this map 
that I have here and see if you can tell us exactly? 

The Witness: Well, you see, you come up Main Street 
here— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, Mr. Rose? 
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The Witness: You see, this street here. Here we go up 
Broad Alley. 

(The witness indicated.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, what you call Bread 
Alley— 

The Witness: That is Locust Street, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that Locust Street 1 ? 

The Witness: That is Locust Street, until you cornel to 
Spruce, in here is Locust Street and then here is Spruce 
Street. 

6802 (The witness indicated.) 

The Witness: Yes, this is Locust here, we used to call 
that Broad Alley. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you got that 1 ? 

Mr. Ford: Yes. What is this street in here for? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This one? 

Mr. Ford: This one between Spruce— 

The Witness: Why, that must be Hill Alley now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean between Main Street— 
The Witness: Yes, between Main— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —and Spruce Street? 

The Witness: —and Spruce Street. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is a street you are re¬ 
ferring to as Hill Alley. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And that runs into Locust 
Street? 

The Witness: Yes, the same as Spruce. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, suppose you started at the 
corner of Spruce Street and Locust Street, started down 
the hill, crossing Main Street, what would be the next thing 
that you would cross? A. Crossing Main Street? 

Q. Yes,— After you pass Main Street on Locust. 

6803 A. If you kept on going, you would cross the street 
car bridge, if you didn’t turn up Main or down Main, 

you would cross the street car bridge. 

Q. That would take you down to Johnstown? A. Dowi|i 
the boulevard, yes. 
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Q. Now, I understand, Mrs. Killen, that your home is on 
the side of the hill, is that correct? A. Yes, it is. 

Q. From your home, if you look in the direction of the 
intersection of Main and Locust Streets, can you see the 
street car bridge that crosses over in the direction of Johns¬ 
town? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, please. 

Just a moment, please. 

(The reporter read the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Are there any other bridges visible 
from your home? A. Both bridges, both the Oonemaugh 
Bridge and the street car bridge. 

Q. Now, where is the Oonemaugh Bridge with reference 
to the street car bridge? A. Well, the street car bridge is 
right where you come down Locust Street, then the 

6804 Oonemaugh Bridge is up above the Municipal Build¬ 
ing. Our Municipal Building is between the two 

bridges on Main Street. 

Q. Looking from your home, which bridge is on your left 
and which is on your right? A. The Oonemaugh Bridge is to 
my right and the street car bridge is to my left. 

Q. Do you know what, if anything, is under the street 
car bridge? A. Just what do you mean, buildings or rail¬ 
road tracks? 

Q. That is, what I mean. A. Well, the railroad tracks 
run under both bridges. 

Q. Which railroad is that? A. The Oonemaugh—and 
Black Lick. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you spell that, please, Mr. 
Ford, for the reporter? 

Mr. Moore: O-o-n-e-m-a-u-g-h, and character sign 
B-l-a-c-k L-i-c-k Railroad Oompanv. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Are the engines and trains of the 
Oonemaugh & Black Lick Railroad visible from your home, 
Mrs. Killen? A. They are, yes, sir. 

Q. What is your husband’s occupation? A. Engineer for 
the Oonemaugh & Black Lick Railroad. 

Q. Have you any children? A. Three. 

6805 Q. How old are they? A. My oldest girl is 
twenty-one, past. My youngest is past seventeen, a 

boy. 
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Q. Are both the other children— A. No, the other Is 
living, too. He is past nineteen. I always say the oldest 
and youngest is—the oldest is twenty-one and one ninetee|n 
and one is past seventeen. 

Q. Do yon remember the day that the strike started i 
the Cambria plant of Bethlehem Steel Company last spring 
A. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read that answer, please? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you remember the date of th< 
beginning of the strike? A. I know if I look in my timj 
book. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: I am not very good at remembering datesi 

(The witness looked at a book.) 


The Witness: The 10th of June, on a Thursday. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, now, was that the date when 
the strike began at the Steel Plant? A. No, the 
6806 Conemaugh & Black Lick. 

Q. Well, when did the strike begin in the Steel 
plant? A. Well, I believe the next day, I am just not scj 
sure about that. 

Q. Do you remember what day of the week the 11th of 
June was? A. Thursday, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner, may I in¬ 
terrupt to make a motion to strike out all testimony with 
reference to a strike on the Conemaugh & Black Lick 
Railroad. First of all, the answer was not responsive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is utterly immaterial 
so far as any facts go, it merely fixes the date. 

The Witness: I have the, the 11th was Friday or Thurs¬ 
day, the railroaders came out on strike, that was the 10th. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it doesn’t make any dif¬ 
ference. It doesn’t prove or disprove anything in the pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Between the 1.1th of June and the 
date that so-called martial law was lifted in Metropolitan 
Johnstown, where did you spend your time? A. In my 
home. 
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Q. How far from your home did you travel during 

6807 that period? A. To a little grocery store right at 
the corner of Spruce and Locust Streets. 

Q. Did you— A. Well, I— 

Q. Did you ever go further away from your home than 
that ? A. Never during the strike, never. 

Q. Mrs. Killen, can you give us a description of condi¬ 
tions in Franklin as you saw them from your home between 
June lltli and the day that so-called martial law was lifted ? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may T ask to inquire what 
counsel means by “conditions”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it might be well if you 
tell the witness, give the witness a better idea of just spe¬ 
cifically what you do want. 

The Witness: Yes, because it would be a long story. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, was there anything unusual 
going on during that period in Franklin, Mrs. Killen? A. 
What do you mean, unusual? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, what do you mean by “un¬ 
usual”? 

The Witness: Well, yes, but do you mean in regards to 
the strike? 

6808 Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Yes, in regard to the strike. 
A. Well, just the crowds and the noises and the gatherings 
and on a couple of different occasions there were automo¬ 
biles that came in by the hundreds, from other towns at 
four o’clock in the morning and like that, it was very inter¬ 
esting, I will admit. 

Q. Did you ever see any of the cars or engines of the 
Conemaugh & Black Lick Railroad or see anything unusual 
in regard to them during the strike? A. Oh, I seen people 
on the bridge throw stones and throw tin cans and bottles 
and just all kinds of stuff at the engines, rather at the men, 
I guess they meant it for the men, but— 

Q. Can you recall— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Ford, I hope that you 
are not going into anything having to do with the strike 
on the Conemaugh & Black Lick. 

Mr. Ford: That isn’t my purpose, Mr. Examiner, I 
merely am attempting to elicit from this witness the facts 
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relating to the conditions in Franklin. Now, whether the 
conditions arose out of the railroad strike or the steel 
strike, doesn’t interest me particularly. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I move to strike the last 
question and answer with reference to the testimony 
6809 given. 


6810 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Try to confine the wit¬ 
ness, please, Mr. Ford, to matters having to do with the 
steel strike. 

6810 Mr. Shawe: Did you rule on my motion, Mr. 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will grant the last motion. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, we are concerned here with 
the conditions that faced the authorities in metropolitan 
Johnstown during the period of the steel strike, and i: 
seems to me that we are entitled to show any acts of vio¬ 
lence or disorder that occurred in the city at that time, even 
though they had no direct connection with the steel strike. 

Now, it isn’t my purpose to go into matters connected 
with the strike on the Conemaugh and Black Lick Kailroac 
as such. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, Board’s counsel objects tc 
counsel for the respondents going into the general condi¬ 
tions of metropolitan Johnstown, it has no connection with 
these proceedings whatsoever. 

Mr. Ford: Well, the— 

Mr. Shawe: There may have been all kinds of goings on. 

Mr. Ford: Board’s counsel has seen fit to introduce 
testimony, I think, about certain things that were supposed 
to have happened to Mr. Jones of the Brotherhood, and it 
seems to me that we are entitled to go into other matters 
relating to general conditions in metropolitan Johnstown, 
even though they arise out of the railroad strike in 

6811 the first instance. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, if you will 
recall I struck the testimony of Mr. Van Sant on motion of 
respondents’ counsel and I think I stated at that time that 
I did not think the matters having to do with the railroad 
strike were relevant. The Board wanted to go into them 
apparently at that time and I ruled against the Board on 
that matter. I don’t think we are going to open it up at 
this time. The ruling stands. 
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So far as what happened to Mr. Jones goes, that was col¬ 
lateral to the testimony, that came out in the testimony of 
Mr. Marks as to what occurred during the session with 
Mayor Shields and others in the Fort Stanwix Hotel, or 
the council chamber. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if I: may speak, Mr. Examiner, be¬ 
cause Mr. Ford wasn’t here, the testimony with reference 
to the railroad strike that was elicited from Mr. Van Sant 
had to do with the strike itself. 

Now, the Board has had witnesses testify as to the con¬ 
ditions of affairs at the gates and on the streets in Franklin 
during the strike and we were simply dealing with the same 
subject. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, had you intended to ask 
this witness anything further about that Conemaugli and 
Black Lick Railroad, or is that the only question 
f>812 vou intended to ask? 

Mr. Ford: Well, to be frank, Mr. Examiner, I 
intended to go further in matters concerning her husband 
who is an engineer on the Conemaugh and Black Lick Rail¬ 
road and not an employee of the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany, but it happened this incident did not occur any¬ 
where in the vicinity of the railroad, it happened in the 
neighborhood in which this family resided. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t want to go into 
that railroad strike or anything having to do with it. 

Mr. Ford: Well, it isn’t my purpose to go into the rail¬ 
road strike, the causes of the strike, and the negotiations 
that took place in connection with it, in connection with 
that strike and so on, but I think that we are entitled to 
show conditions in metropolitan Johnstown in so far as 
as law and order is concerned, whether or not they relate 
to the railroad strike, the steel strike or some other matter 
during that period because of the scope that the Board’s 
testimony has taken up to this point. 

Mr. Shawe: We submit, Mr. Examiner, that the scope 
of the Board’s testimony certainly wouldn’t extend so far 
afield as to go into what happened to the employees of the 
Black Lick, or the Conemaugh and Black Lick Railroad. 

Mr. Ford: The Board has introduced evidence to show 
that conditions in Franklin Boro were peaceful. 
6813 That is what the general trend of the testimony of 
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certain of the Board’s witnesses was, as I recall ijt. 

Mr. Shawe: All of our testimony was confined to ste<j>l 
workers, Mr. Examiner, and confined to the picket lines a|t 
Franklin Boro. 

Mr. Ford: That isn’t my recollection of the testimony, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: We submit that going into what happened 
to the employees of the Conemaugh and Black Lick Rail¬ 
road has no connection whatsoever with these proceeding^, 
and it is entirely too remote. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the ruling stands. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, before we continue, 1 thinlc 
it would clear up the record if respondents’ counsel wil) 
state for the record what they mean by metropolitan Johns¬ 
town. It is not quite clear to my mind what he means by 
that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you do that, Mr. Ford! 

I noticed you used that expression. 

Mr. Ford: I used that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know Mr. Broun used it the 
other day, but I don’t think he gave a really adequate ex¬ 
planation of it. 

Mr. Ford: The immediate vicinity of the Cambria 
6814 plant, the neighborhoods in which employees of the 
Cambria plant reside, and of course the plant itself, 
whether it would be Franklin or Conemaugh or the city 
of Johnstown proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, I don’t want to ask you 
an embarrassing question, but do you know the names of 
the various boroughs surrounding Johnstown so that you 
could just run them off at this time and then we would 
have in the record your definition of what you mean when 
you ask a question ? 

Mr. Ford: I think that Captain Adams testified as to 
that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you accepting his defini¬ 
tion? 

Mr. Ford: I accept Captain Adams’ definition of met¬ 
ropolitan Johnstown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is sufficient, then. | 
Counsel is accepting Captain Adams’ definition. You will j 
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recall Captain Adams testified as to the surrounding bor¬ 
oughs. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And I think he stated, if I am 
not mistaken, that the population of those ran up to some- 
wheres around one hundred or a hundred and five thou¬ 
sand, some such testimony. 

6815 Mr. Shawe: That's correct. Nine boroughs, it 
contained nine boroughs. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, anyway, that is the deti 
nition that Mr. Ford is using. 

Q. (My Mr. Ford) On Sunday, June 13th, Mrs. Killen, 
did you have occasion to look at either of the two bridges 
that are visible from your home that you have already 
referred to? A. Yes, Sunday afternoon around changing 
hours there seemed to be a terrible mob and shouting and 
screaming and I walked down, then, to this little corner 
store and there had been an automobile upset, it seemed that 
was what the excitement: was, but of course T did not go 
close to the automobile, I did not know whose it was or 
anything about it because I did not go off of my own street 
where I lived. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike the witness’ characteri¬ 
zation of 4 ‘mob,” Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think she used the word “ter¬ 
rible" or something like that. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I think that there is a great difficulty, 
Mr. Examiner, in getting a lay person to testify concerning 
a description of a crowd unless they are permitted a cer¬ 
tain amount of leeway in the use of adjectives. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, “terrible" is a 

6816 terrible word, suppose we take that out. If she 
wants to give a description of the size— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see this crowd from your 
home? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Could you hear them ? A. I certainly could. 

Q. Can you describe the crowd without using the word 
“terrible”? A. Well, no, because that is the word T have 
really always used. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, tell us what the crowd was 
doing, what they were saying, about how large it was, along 
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that line, and then if it was terrible, why, maybe we will 
draw that conclusion. 

The Witness: It was very large and they had upset tips 
automobile and they did not want this man to go to woijk 
and of course the language they were using, I just couldn [t 
tell you, because T wasn’t close enough. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, did you see the crowd 
upset the automobile? 

The Witness: No, I didn’t, that is why I went, because I 
went down to the corner to see what was going on and th|e 
automobile had already been upset. 

Mr. Shaw: Mr. Examiner, I move to strike the witness’ 
last answer, it is clear that she did not see it and all 
6817 her testimony is based on hearsay. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see the automobile after i|t 
was overturned, Mrs. Killen? A. No, I did not. 

Q. Did you hear the crowd from vour home? A. Yes, I 
did. 


Q. Could you describe the sound the crowd was making r 
A. Well, it was just loud and boisterous and just enough 
that you would almost wonder what was going on, yon 
would go to look, anybody would. 

Q. Did you make an attempt to communicate with Bur¬ 
gess Sewak at any time during the trial— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question. 

Mr. Ford: I am trying to direct her attention— 

The Witness: Yes, I did, I called Burgess Sewak. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) When did that conversation take 
place? A. Well, I just can’t recall, I just don’t know 
whether—I just don’t know when it was, but I called Bur¬ 
gess Sewak and I asked if he could not do something to 
protect us property owners. 

I felt we needed protection. 

Mr. Shawe: I object, Mr. Examiner, to what she told 
Burgess and move to strike it out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let stand. 

6818 Mr. Shawe: It has no connection whatever to these 
proceedings. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. Go on. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did Burgess Sewak say anything on 
that occasion? A. Burgess Sewak talked very nicely with 
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me, he said all consideration would be given to people in 
the borough, but when he was through talking, why, we got 
no consideration. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner, what con¬ 
sideration the people got, let the witness tell, us what Bur¬ 
gess did or what he didn’t do. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, now, after your conversation 
with Burgess Sewak— 

Mr. Shawe: Did I get a ruling, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that will go out. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) After your conversation with Burgess 
Sewark, Mrs. Killen, was there any change in the condi¬ 
tions that you have described ? A. Absolutely none. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the word “conditions,” Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, I object to the form of the question, it is too vague. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you have a telephone con- 

6819 versation with any other public official? A. I called 
Mayor Shields on two different occasions. 

Q. Do you recall when that took place? A. The first time 
I called him was on an evening at just about dusk, and they 
were, the crowd seemed vicious and 1 asked him, asked him 
if he could do something, anything— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the characterization of the peo¬ 
ple by this witness, Mr. Examiner. I move to strike and I 
ask that vou instruct the witness not to characterize these 
people. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. Mrs.— 

The Witness: If you lived there you could not help de¬ 
scribe them that way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mrs. Killen, you will please take 
some instructions. Please tell us what you saw, what you 
heard, without telling us whether they were terrible or vic¬ 
ious or anything. Tell us what you saw or heard. 

The Witness: I could not say they were nice, what should 
I say? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t tell us if they were nice 
or terrible, tell us what you heard them say, what you saw 
them do and we will draw any conclusions that will be 
drawn. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, Mrs. Killen, with refer- 

6820 ence to the strike, when did this conversation with 
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Burgess Sewak that you have referred to take place ! 
A. Well, that was before I called Mayor Shields. 

Q. Well, was that during the strike? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, when did your conversation with Mayor Shieljds 
take place? A. Well, that was after, that was of an evening 
late. 

Q. During the strike? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Well, now, have you told us everything that transpired 
in your first telephone conversation with Mayor Shield^? 
A. My first telephone conversation, I asked him to send 
more State police, if he could, and he told me he would. 

Q. Did he send more State police? A. Yes, he did. 

Q. Well, now, you have referred to two telephone con¬ 
versations with Mayor Shields; can you tell us when tlie 
second conversation took place with reference to the first; 
was it the same day ? A. Oh, no, a couple of days late *, 
about three days later. 

Q. Could you tell us what you said and what Mayo|r 
Shields said at that time ? A. 1 asked him if there was no 
one higher that we could appeal to. 1 have to be 
f>821 afraid, I don’t know what I should dare say, I may 
be saying something I shouldn't say. If I do you will 
have to excuse it because I am telling you just as I seen it, 
that is what I am telling you. 

Q. Tell us just what you said and just what Mayor 
Shields said. A. He told me, “No, that there wasn’t, that 
him, in the city, he couldn’t do anything about Franklin, 
that our Burgess, and our people up there,” you know— 
they should look out for us and I said, “Well, it is just tod 
bad that we lived in a place like that where we really felj 
that we couldn’t be taken care of at a time like that.” 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike the entire conversation witlj 
Mayor Shields, it has no connection with these proceedings 
incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Motion granted. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was your husband working on June 
28th, Mrs. Killen? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to counsel going into the activities 
of the witness’ husband. It is clearly shown that this wit¬ 
ness’ husband was working for the Conemaugh and Black 
Lick Railroad, there is no connection whatever to these 
proceedings and I think you already ruled on that and vou| 
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barred any further inquiry into the activities of this 

6822 woman’s husband or the activities of the Conemaugh 
and Black Lick Railroad. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, she can tell us whether he 
was working or not. 

The Witness: It is all under Bethlehem Steel, our pay 
checks and everything is under Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you tell us if he was working or 
not? A. When did you ask me if he w*as working? 

Q. June 28th. A. He worked Sunday night, yes. 

Mr. Shawe: May I see the book that the woman is re¬ 
ferring to ? 

The Witness: You may, if you come up here, yes, it is 
the time book, just my husband’s earnings, that is how I 
keep account of what I have to pay my store bill with. 

(A book was passed to counsel.) 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

The Witness: You are welcome. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you remember the time of his re¬ 
turn home from work after he worked that day? A. He 
worked Sunday night, he came home Monday morning 
shortly after six. 

Q. Did you see him ? A. I seen him, when I heard noise 
and heard the people, yes. 

6823 Well, now, were you asleep at that time? A. No, T 
wasn’t, I got up every morning at five o’clock there, 

practically there wasn’t much sleep. 

Q. Well, will you tell us just what happened that morn¬ 
ing after your husband came home from work? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to what happened to 
this witness’ husband at the time he came home from work. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is not the question, you are 
not asking w’hat happened to the husband ? 

Mr. Ford: That is my question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the question ? 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sorry, Oh, I don’t know, 
go ahead and tell us, I will let it go in subject to the objec¬ 
tion and a motion to strike. 

6824 The Witness: I heard the noise, I also went on 
the front porch to look for my husband’s return 
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i 

from work and T heard the noise and I looked and here wjas 
people coming right at his heels. 

So I knew, or had an idea, what might take place—and 
do you want me to tell you what I done then? 

Q. Go ahead. A. I went in the house and got my gun and 
told them, “Come on, buddy, I am ready now.” 

I said, “Come on, Gubby, 1 am ready,” and they 
called me some very bad names but they stopped, they did 
not come any farther. I am going to tell you— 

Q. What did they do? 

Mr. Shawe: I move now to strike the last answer, the re 
is no relevancy to these proceedings whatever; entirely 
incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, was there any one else present 
in vour familv besides your husband and vourself? A. I 


woke my family screaming, yes, my daughter got up arid 
the boys got up, the heard me screaming and they knew 
something had happened when I screamed. 

Q. How many people were in this crowd that you saw! 
A. Well, as I told you I am a pool* guess at figures but it 
w r as a pretty large crowd, I would say in the neigh- 
6825 borhood of one hundred and fifty or two hundred. 

Q. Was the gun loaded? A. It wasn’t loaded whe]n 
I run out with it, no. 

Q. Was it loaded after? A. I loaded it. 

Q. In the presence of the crowd? A. In the presence of 
the crowd, yes. 

Q. What did the crowd do when you did that? A. What 
did vou say? 

Q. What did the crowd do after you loaded the gun ? A.. 
Well, one fellow swore at me and told me I was yellow, 
“Shoot,” so then I loaded my gun, and told him to come 
on and I would show him if I was yellow, but he didn’ : 


come. 


Q. Did you see what the crowd was doing to your hus 
band? A. Certainly I could, that is why I got my gun. 

Q. Can you tell us what that was l A. One man was tear¬ 
ing his coat off like this. (Demonstrating.) And other men 
■were hitting him like this on the shoulder and they were 
just clouting at him, I am sure they wasn’t be nice with 
him. 
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Mr. Shawe: I move to strike what this woman saw as hap¬ 
pening to her husband, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Can you describe this gun that 

6826 you had that morning, Mrs. Killen? A. Well, really 
I have had the gun for about fifteen years. I be¬ 
lieve it is a 32,1 know it is black, or steel, I guess it’s steel. 
I have had it for about fifteen years. I think it is a 32. 

Q. Did anybody else in the family besides yourself and 
your husband see you in the crowd when you had the gun in 
your hand? A. Well, the neighbors all ran out. 

Q. You mean in your own family? A. In my own home, 
yes, just my daughter run out and the boys. 

Q. Did they do anything, say anything? A. My daughter 
screamed and said, “Oh, don’t shoot, don’t shoot.” 

She really thought that I would. 

Q. Did your husband say anything to you when you—A. 
He wanted the gun, and ran up to me and said, “Give me 
that gun, give me that gun.” 

I said, “You are not hurt, come on in the house, and 
never mind. I will take care of the gun.” 

6827 Q. Was there any police present at the time, Mrs. 
Killen? A. Two State police, then came on the 

scene. 

Q. What did they do? A. Well, they just looked up at 
me with the gun and scattered the crowd, they, I suppose 
they told them to go, they went like this. 

(The witness waves with left hand.) 

And then talked to the crowd and then the crowd dis¬ 
persed. 

Q. Was your husband injured? A. Yes, I rubbed his 
shoulder with alcohol and gave him something to settle his 
nerves,—you wouldn’t feel very good after something like 
that would happen to you, I don’t think. 

Q. What did he do after he came into the house? A. 
Went to bed. 

Q. How long did he stay there? A. He washed and went 
to bed. 

Q. How long did he stay there? A. Well, all of that day. 
then in the evening he got up and sat on the porch swing 
and— 
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Q. When did he go back to work? A. Two days later, Ihe 
stayed off two days, then, that he wasn’t able to 
6328 work. 

Mr. Ford: That is all, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, Board’s counsel move at this 
time to strike the entire testimony of this witness on the 
ground that it is entirely immaterial, irrelevant and in¬ 
competent to these proceedings, and I would like to direct 
your attention to the fact that after the motion was made 
by respondents’ counsel, Mr. Van Sant’s testimony was 
stricken. Mr. Van Sant’s testimony as you recall, was con¬ 
fined to the, w T as given for the purpose of showing the rea¬ 
son for the strike on the Black Lick & Conemaugh Railroad, 
and certainly testimony which is as remotely connected to 
that strike, given by this witness, should also go out for tljie 
same reason, it has no connection whatsoever to these pro¬ 
ceedings, no connection whatsoever has been shown to any 
of the parties involved in these proceedings. 

Mr. Ford: I can only— 

Mr. Shawe: It is the worst kind of hearsay. 

Mr. Ford: I can say to that only this, Mr. Examiner: 
it isn’t our purpose to go into the strike of the Conemaugn 
& Black Lick Railroad, or the reasons for the strike or thle 
eventual outcome of the strike, but I think we are entitled 
to show that there was a break down of law and order iji 
the city of Johnstown and surrounding boros at the time of 
the steel strike, and irrespective of the cause of that con¬ 
dition, Mr. Examiner, I think there is a limit to the 
6829 type of testimony that should be given along those 
lines. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will reserve ruling on the mo¬ 
tion to strike. 

Mr. Shawe: No cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Thank you. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

Mr. Ford: George Gordon, please. 

George T. Gordon a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follo-ws: 
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Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your name, please? A. 
George T. Gordon. 

Q. What is your address, Mr. Gordon? A. Sir? 

Q. What is your address? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where do you live? 

The Witness: 734 Messinger Street, Dale Boro. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What, Dale Boro? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rose: What was that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Dale Boro. 

6830 Q. (By Mr. Ford) How old are you? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 734 Messinger Street. 
Dale Boro, is that right? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How old are you? A. Sixtv-three 
years old. 

Q. What is your occupation, Mr. Gordon? A. Heater in 
the Wheel Plant. 

Q. What company are you employed by? A. Sir? 

Q. What company are you employed by? A. Bethlehem 
Steel. 

Q. Now, you refer to the Wheel plant, is that part of the 
Cambria plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been employed at the Cambria 
plant? A. About sixteen years at the Bethlehem. 

Q. Now, I don’t quite understand that. You have been 
employed by the Bethlehem Steel Company for sixteen 
years or in the Cambria plant for sixteen years? A. Oh, I 
worked for Cambria for about twenty-five years before 
that, for the old Cambria plant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, did you hear that, did 
you hear that reply? It is rather indistinct. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read it back, please? 

6831 (The reporter read the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) While you have been employed by 
Bethlehem Steel Company, have you always worked in the 
Cambria plant? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. You never worked any place else? A. I worked at 
Bethlehem for four years before I came back here the last, 
time. 

Q. You worked at the Bethlehem plant in Bethlehe n, 
Pennsylvania, is that right? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For four years? Yes, sir. 

6832 Q. How do you get from your home to the wheel 
plant ordinarily? A. Ordinarily in a street car un¬ 
less I go in an automobile. 

Q. Do you recall when the strike at the Cambria plant 
of the Bethlehem Steel Company began last Spring? A. 
At the time of the strike I went to work on the night of the 
14th. 

Q. Had you worked—you mean, the 14th of June? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember what day of the week that was? A- 
Why, it was a Monday night. 

Q. Had you worked prior to that time while the strik< 
was in progress? A. Yes, sir, the other part of that las 
week. 

Q. What day of the week? A. I think we finished up 01 
Friday. 

Q. Did you work on Saturday? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or Sunday? A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you recall what hour Friday you worked? A. Il 
think we closed down at three o’clock on Fridav, I was 
working daylight on Friday. 

Q. What time did you leave your home to go to work 
on Monday, June 14th? A. About a quarter after 

6833 eight, I got the quarter after eight street car, in Dale 
Borough, got down town, got about 8:30 Franklin 

car. 

Q. Down town in Johnstown? A. Yes, sir, Main Street. 
Q. What time did the Franklin car leave Main Street in 
Johnstown that night? A. I presume it was about 8:30. 

Mr. Shaw’e: T object to what the witness presumes, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, this was the evening, Mr. Gor¬ 
don, on Monday? A. Monday evening, yes, sir. 

Q. Monday evening? Do you remember who the other 
passengers on that car were? A. I only knew one man on 
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the car, there was four working men on that car and about 
eight or ten other passengers, I only knew one man. 

Q. Did you know one of these men? A. Sir? 

Q. Did you know one of these men, do you say? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. What was his name? A. George Bohen. 

6834 Q. Was there any women on that car ? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: How do you spell that name? 

The Witness: B-o-h-e-n. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: B-o-h-e-n, is that correct? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Does the crowd that goes from Main 
Street in Johnstown to the wheel plant, pass the time of¬ 
fice gate? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did it do so that night? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were these passengers that you have mentioned, or 
were these passengers that you have mentioned on the 
street car when it arrived at the time office gate that night? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell us just what happened when the car 
reached the time office gate that night? A. I was sitting up 
to the front end, pretty good, alongside of my brother-in- 
law and there was a picket on the ear that night, he stood 
up along, when we got to the Gautier Gate, looking in to see 
what mills was working, I said to my brother-in-law, I said, 
“There is one." When he got up to the time office gate, he 
threw the window up and in come a rock, took me in 

6835 the back of the head. 

Well, I drooped down, of course, and there were 
several other fellows broke the window in the street car 
door and come in, he give me one at the butt of the ear and 
knocked me down and give me two more for keeps. Of 
course, I didn’t think I was capable of handling seven fel¬ 
lows. 

Q. Well, now, were there any people outside the car at 
the time office gate? A. About 500 out there, I guess, 
more— 

Q. Can you tell us— A. Lined both sides of the tracks, 
about fifty feet. 

Q. Can you tell us what they were doing? A. They were 
hollering and calling us everything they could think of. 
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Q. What did the other passengers on the car do when 
these men came in? A. Well, these women and these other 
people that were on the car run back to the back end, 1 
guess they thought they was all going to be taken out, ’’ 
thought that myself. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike out, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: Sir? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How long did these men stay on 

6836 the car, Mr. Gordon? A. These working men? 

Q. No, these seven men that you have described 
that came into the car. A. Oh, only about five minutes, 1 
guess, not any more. That was long enough for me. 

Q. What happened when they left? A. Well, the street 
car went ahead and these other three working men went 
about 150 feet and stopped the car and jumped the fence 
and went in. 

Q. What did you do? A. I went on up pretty near to the 
Franklin gate and got off myself, went on up to work. 

Q. How* far from the Franklin gate were you when you 
left the street car? A. Well, T suppose 500 feet from the 
Franklin gate. 

Q. Which side, the Johnstown side or the wheel plant 
side? A. On towards Franklin. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the wheel plant side, 
as Mr. Ford said? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) When you had passed the Franklin 
gate? or did you get off before you passed the Frank- 

6837 lin gate? A. No, that is where I got hit, at the 
Franklin gate. 

Q. I mean, the upper gate? A. I didn’t go in the upper 
gate, I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, would you care to look 
at this with me (referring to map on Trial Examiner’s 
table) ? 

(Mr. Shawe and Mr. Ford examine the map on the Trial 
Examiner’s table). 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you leave the street car, Mr. Gor¬ 
don, before or after the street car crossed the bridge in 
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the vicinity of the upper Franklin gate? A. I left it before 
it crossed the bridge. 

Q. What did you do then ? A. I went in around in across 
the bridge and down on over the railroad and went up to 
work. 

Q. Did you have a reason for doing that? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us what you did. 

6838 Mr. Shawe: —that is immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Ford: I just asked him if he had a reason, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. . 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if he had a reason, he can 
tell us what the reason was, why, we are not especially in¬ 
terested in. 

The Witness: Why, I was just kind of afraid of getting 
my head knocked off, that is all. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It goes out. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How large was the— 

Mr. Moore: Wait a minute, let’s straighten out the rec¬ 
ord. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record is straight. 

Mr. Moore: You have a question and answer— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, it is quite obvious that this 
witness was going to give the reason, not whether he was, 
he gave a reason and I just set out the reason. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the record stands, I think, with an ob¬ 
jection made to stating wdiether he had a reason. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is true. 

Mr. Moore: You sustained it and he answered— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I did not sustain it. 

6839 Mr. Moore: —that he had. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I did not sustain it, I per¬ 
mitted him to answer whether he had a reason, but then 
he gave the reason and I struck the reason. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, without telling us what the rea¬ 
son was, Mr. Gordon, can you tell us whether you had a 
reason for doing it? A. I think I had a reason, the way 
things looked up there that night. 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was that the usual route that you fol¬ 
lowed in going from your home to the Wheel plant? 

Mr. Shawe: T object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is imma¬ 
terial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. Overruled. 

The Witness: I didn’t get that. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you usually go up the railroad 
tracks to work? A. No, sir, that is the first night I eveij 
went up there. 

Q. Well, how did you go to work ordinarily? A. 

6840 I always went in a street car or automobile before, 
but that night I didn’t take any chance. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I move to strike. 

Trial Examiner: Oh, I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Where did you usually leave the street 
car? A. There at the lower, upper end of Franklin. 

Q. How far is that from the Wheel plant? A. Oh, I sup¬ 
pose that is six hundred feet or more. 

Q. Through what gate did you usually go to get into the 
'Wheel plant? A. Sir? 

Q. Through what gate did you go to get into the Wheel 
plant ordinarily? A. We don’t have any gates up there, 
there is just a road from the main highway. 

Q. How large was this stone that struck you while you 
were in the street car near the time office or lo-wer Franklin 
gate? A. How is that? 

Q. How large was the stone? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How big a stone was it? 

The Witness: About as big as my fist. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was the crowd making any noise? A. 
Sir? 

6841 Q. Was the crowd making any noise while the 
street car was in front of that gate? A. Yes, the 

women hollered a little and screamed a little and went back ! 
to the back end of the car. 

Q. Well, I am speaking now about the people outside the 
car, were they making any noise? A. Oh, they was holler¬ 
ing everything. 
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Q. And do you remember what was said? A. Oh, bas¬ 
tard, sons of bitches and all such stuff as that, that is what 
I was called. 

Q. Did you have a lunch with you that night? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Where did you have it? A. In under my sweater. 

Q. Did you have a reason for having it under your 
sweater? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the reason. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did the motorman open this door for 
these men to come into the car? A. Not until after they 
broke the glass. 

Q. After you got to the Wheel plant that night, what did 
you do first, Mr. Gordon? A. Well, one of the boys tried 
to fix that lump up a little bit, then I laid down for a 

6842 couple of hours. 

Q. Was your head bleeding? A. Sir? 

Q. Was your head bleeding? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you work that night? A. Oh, we didn’t work very 
long, we come home at four o’clock. 

Q. While you were at the time office gate, did you see any 
police? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you see any police up at the Wheel plant later in 
the evening? A. Only at—only the Bethlehem police up 
around the shop, that is all I saw. 

Q. Were there any Franklin police? A. I didn’t see any. 

Q. Or State police? A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, when you left the street car before reaching the 
bridge in Franklin, could you see any people on the other 
side of that bridge? A. When I— yes, sir,— you mean in 
Franklin Boro? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. Yes, sir, lots of them. 

6843 Q. How many people could you see? A. I couldn’t 
tell you, the street was piled full. 

Q. Could you see what they were doing? A. I seen some 
of them throwing stones down there at the dispatch office, 
trying to break all the windows, I seen that much. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what they were trying to do, Mr. 
Examiner, let’s have the witness tell us what he saw. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, you referred to the dispatch 
office ? A. Yes, sir. | 

Q. Where was that with reference to the bridge? A|. 
That is right over from the bridge, right down in a hole lik£ 
from Franklin, the upper bridge. 

Q. How far from the bridge is this building? A. This 
building? 

Q. This dispatchers building. A. Oh, I suppose fifty, 
sixty feet from the bridge to that building. 

Q. Were there any people up on the bridge? A. It was 
full. 

Q. Well, now, can you tell us what those people were 
doing? A. Sir? 

6844 Q. What were those people doing? A. Well, 1 
seen,— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, he has already told us what 
those people were doing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead. 

The Witness: Throwing stones and I guess trying to 
break those windows, is all I could see. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what they were trying to do. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: That may go off. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to his guess. I would appreciate it 
if you would instruct the witness not— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This witness, after all, doesn’t 
testify every day of his life, it is rather typical, of course. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) In what direction were these stones 
being thrown in reference to the dispatchers building? A. 
Down that way, towards the bridge. 

Q. In reference to the building, which way were the stones 
going? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, were they going towards 
the building or away from the building? 

The Witness: Throwing towards the building. 

Q. (By Ford) Did you see any of the stones strike the 
building? A. I didn’t wait long enough to look. 

6845 Q. Were the people in Franklin, so far as you 
could observe, making any noise? A. I guess they 

was, they were running up and down Franklin there, all I 
could see, I don’t know what they was doing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, did you hear them? 
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The Witness: Heard them hollering, that is all I heard. 
Mr. Ford: That is all, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any cross? 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike all the testimony as en¬ 
tirely irrelevant, incompetent and immaterial to these pro¬ 
ceedings. 

Trial Examiner Bloom:; Denied. Any cross? 

Mr. Shawe: A few questions. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Bose— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You testified, Mr. Gordon, I believe 
that you were working the night of June 14th, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. ’Til four o’clock? A. Four o’clock in the morning we 
went home. 

Q. What time did you go to work that night? A. 

6846 I left home a quarter after eight to go to work at 
eleven o’clock that night. 

Q. You worked on the eleven o’clock shift, is that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. I 

Q. Eleven to seven? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You got to your work at eleven o’clock? A. Sir? 

Q. Did you get to your work at eleven o’clock? A. Yes, 
sir, I got there before eleven that night. 

Q. Did you get paid for working that night? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you get paid for your full shift? A. I can’t tell 
you that. 

Q. Did you get a pay check for that pay period? A. Yes, 
sir, but I didn’t figure it up. 

Q. Was it short any? A. Never short with me. 

Q. It wasn’t short? A. No, sir. 

Q. Then, if it wasn’t short, you must have been paid, isn’t 
that correct? A. It must have been. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, and 

6847 move to strike the answer of the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How much work did you do that 
night? A. Not very much. 

Q. Are you working at the present time? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Regular— A. I ain’t working today. 


the 


Q. I mean, did you work last week? A. 1 worked 
week before last, I didn’t work last week. 

Q. Did you ever hear of the term, “Loyal Workers”? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, nothing in th 
direct examination about “loyal workers.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I don’t get the meaning of that right. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did you ever hear of the expression 
“Loyal Workers”? A. Any man is loyal if he works 
steady, ain’t he? 

Q. If a man goes out on strike, isn’t he loyal? A. Jusi: 
depends. | 

Q. Do you think that the men that went out on strike or| 
June 11th, did you think they weren’t loyal? 

Mr. Ford: I object to what this witness thought about] 
men who went out on strike, Mr. Examiner. 

6848 Mr. Shawe: I will reframe that last question, Mr 
Examiner, if I may. May I have the witness’ last 
answer, please? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 


Q. (By Mr. Shawe) If a man doesn’t work steady, 
couldn’t he still be loyal? A. Sure, if he is the right kind of 
a fellow. 

Q. What do you mean by that? A. Well, there is lots of 
fellows only works two or three days and then lays off and 
don’t work,—do you call that man loyal? 

Q. Then, you think the men who went out on strike in 
June were not loyal? A. Some of them wasn’t, I will tell 
you that much. 

Q. Did you ever go out on strike? A. Yes, sir, but didn’t 
like these fellows actions, I will tell you that. 

Mr. Shawe: May that be stricken, Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Ford: Is there a ruling on that, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On what? 

(The reporter read the testimony as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Mr. Ford: I didn’t get the ruling. 

6849 Trial Examiner Bloom : I will let it stand. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever vote under the plan of 
Employees’ Representation? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you vote in 1937 ? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: I object to this line of questioning, it is be¬ 
yond the scope of the direct— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is understood, Mr. Ford, 
you can go into these matters, in other words, this is going 
beyond the scope of the direct. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I call the attention of the Examiner 
to the fact, I don’t care, but repeatedly, when motions were 
made, objections were made in my examination, on the 
ground that it was beyond the scope of the direct examina¬ 
tion ; I said that I had a right to go beyond that. The only 
penalty was that I made the witness my witness, and you 
refused to allow me to continue my examination. That hap¬ 
pened not only once, but it happened dozens of times. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : I can show you, Mr. Moore, any 
number of times when the precise reverse was done, there 
were times, of course, when 1 didn’t permit the examina¬ 
tions to go into certain matters that I thought were not 
proper, but the objection that, but that fact that, it 
6850 was going beyond the scope of the direct, I don’t 
think was ever a material objection in my mind. 

Mr. Moore: Well,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I can show you the record, any 
number of instances where I permitted you unlimited scope 
of cross-examination on matters that were never touched on 
direct examination, and you can take the examination of Mr. 
Ramsey in Allentown, Mr. Schaffer in Allentown, why I can 
literally take practically every witness that has testified in 
these proceedings and show where you went into things that 
were never heard of on direct examination. 

Mr. Moore: I can only say that I don't agree with the 
statement. 

Now, whether that is true or not, we can argue it out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course, I will be glad enough 
to stand on the record in that respect. 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me. Many a time the only objection 
made was that the questions I asked related to subjects 
that were not touched on on direct examination and you sus¬ 
tained the objection. 

Now, there is no use to talk about it. 
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I 


do 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am not going to say that 
there may not have been times when I did not make sich 
rulings, but, if you take this record and examine the 

6851 direct examinations and the cross-examinations, you 
will see that matters were touched on by you in cro^s- 

examination which had absolutely no connection, not oily 
with the direct examination, but so far as I had ever been 
able to find from a reading of the record, with anything hav¬ 
ing to do with this case, and I permitted you practically un¬ 
limited latitude in cross-examination. 

Now, I am not going to lay down one rule for cross-exam¬ 
ination with the respondents and then sav to the Board’s 
counsel, “ You have got to be limited strictly to what counsel 
for the respondents brought out in their direct.” 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me, I call your attention also to t 
fact that Board’s counsel has rested its case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What does that have to 
with it? 

Mr. Moore: Why, to go into new matters now, is tl^e 
same thing as calling new witnesses, if the matters relate \o 
matters they haven’t touched, then they can’t be considered. 
New matters can’t be considered. The law is that when vdu 
get off the reservation as to direct examination, then ydu 
make the witness your witness. In other words, that the 
Board is now making this witness its witness, it has no right 
to call witnesses in this case, it has closed its case, 

6852 therefore, it is precluded from going beyond the di¬ 
rect. examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The Board may continue with 
this examination. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, where did you vote in th 
A. In the Wheel plant. 

Q. —under the plan in 1937? A. In the Wheel plant. 

Q. In the Wheel plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you vote in the mill ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. During working hours? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you lose any time when you went to vote? 

No, sir. 

Q. Did you get paid for the lime that you voted? A. 
was working when we voted. 


We 
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Q. Who is your employee representative? A. Our repre¬ 
sentative was a man by the name of—I know his name as 
well as I know my own— 

Q. You don’t know his name? A. Yes, I know his name, 
just wait a minute. 

Q All right, take your time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, don’t let’s waste any more 
time on it. 

6853 Mr. Shawe: All right. 

The Witness: I will tell you his name before I get 
away from here. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) All right, if you think of it before I 
finish, you let me know. A. Yes, I will tell you. 

Q. Were you ever an employee representative? A. Sir? 
Q. Were you ever an employee representative? A. No, 
sir, not here. 

Q. Were you one in Bethlehem? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever attend any meetings held under the plan 
here? A. No, sir. 

6854 Q. Did any one ever notify you of any meeting held 
under the Plan of Employees Representation? A. 

They would tell you where the meeting would be, but I 
never went to any. 

Q. Were you ever invited to one? A. No, not exactly. 

Q. What do you mean by not exactly? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, is it understood that all this 
is over my objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Certainly. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What do you mean by “not ex¬ 
actly”? A. They would say there was a meeting on a cer¬ 
tain day, that is all the representatives tell you. 

Q. A meeting of the general body, is that what you refer 
to? A. Yes. 

Q. That is not a meeting of all the employees, is it? A. 
No. 

Mr. Ford: I object to Mr. Shawe asking leading ques¬ 
tions of this witness on this subject matter. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is a hostile witness, he can 
continue. 

Mr. Ford: There is no showing, if you please, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, that he is a hostile witness. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 mean hostile in the 

6855 sense that he is adverse. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever join the Plan of 
Employees Representation? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever pay and dues to the Plan of Employees 
Representation? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever take up any grievances under the Pljan 
of Employees Representation? A. I never did. 

Q. When were vou a representative in Bethlehem? A. 
19— 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: 1916, ’17, ’18. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) T7 and T8? A. Yes. 

Mr. Ford: Did you rule on my objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I said he may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did they have the same Plan of Em¬ 
ployees Representation in the Bethlehem plant that they 
have here in the Cambria plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: I object to this Mr. Examiner, no showing 
that this man knows what they have here in the 

6856 Cambria plant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the answer, 
Mr. Reporter? 


(The reporter repeated the last answer as above sdt 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer may stand. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, will you please instruct th|* 
witness not to answer the question when I have objected? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have instructed him. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Gordon, did any one ever tell 
you to vote under the Plan of Employees Representation? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Who is your foreman? A. The general foreman is Mr. 
Wright. 

Q. Wright? A. Yes, sir, Mr. Scott is superintendent, Mr 
Leary is assistant superintendent. 

Q. Take Mr. W r right, did you ever have any conversation 
with him about the Plan of Employees Representation? A\ 
No, sir. 
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Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, incompetent, 
irrelevant and immaterial, whether he had any conversa¬ 
tion with his foreman about the Plan or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever have any con- 

6857 versation with Mr. Scott about the Plan of Employees 
Representation f 

Mr. Ford: Same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. Go ahead. 

The witness: No, sir, I never did. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one ever ask you to con¬ 
tribute any money to the Citizens’ Committee? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did any one ask you to contribute any money to the 
Steel Workers’ Committee? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Ford: I object, incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

The Witness: Well, I— 

Mr. Ford: Could I have the answer, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said “No” both times. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear of a petition that 
was circulated in the mills to Governor Earle? 

Mr. Ford: I object to what this witness heard of, he is 
the Board’s witness on this question. 

Mr. Shawe: This is not the Board’s witness, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, this is a witness produced here by the respondents. 

Mr. Ford: What he heard, T object to that, that is pure 
hearsay. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will sustain the ob- 

6858 jection to the form of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you sign a petition that 
was sent to Governor Earle to open the mills? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as incompetent, irrelevant, im¬ 
material, there is nothing in the record that there is any 
such petition. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained as to the form of the 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was there a petition circulated in 
your mills that was addressed to Governor Earle? 

Mr. Ford: I object to the form of that question, it is too 
leading. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 
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Mr. Ford: I further object to it on the ground that no 
showing has been made that this witness has any knowledge 
of that fact. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is the purpose of tfyis 
question. 

Mr. Ford: Well, if it is qualified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know if there was su<|:h 
a petition ? 

The Witness: I believe there w^as. 

6859 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you sign it? A. I be¬ 
lieve I did. 

Q. When did you sign it? A. Sir? 

Q. When did you sign it? A. Up there in the mills one 
day, I don’t know what day it was. 

Q. During working hours? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who asked you to sign it ? 

Mr. Ford: There is no showing that anybody asked him 
to sign it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. I 


Mr. Ford: I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one ask you to sign it? 

It appears to me they all signed it. 

Q. Well, I asked, did any one ask you to sign it? A. The; 
said here was a paper and I signed it, that is all. 

Q. Who said ‘ 4 Here was a paper”? A. Fellows in th 
mills said it. 

Q. Who? A. I don’t know who all it was. 

Q. Did Mr. Wright? A. No, no, he had nothing to dd 
with it. 

6860 Q. Did you read the petition before you signed it? 
A. No, sir, I did not. 

Q. Do you know what the petition was all about? A. It 
said what it was about and we had not time to stand around 
and read it, we was too busy. 

Q. Don’t you usually read something before you put your 
name to it? A. Generally, yes, but when a majority are 
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around when you sign it, you just don’t stop to read it, 1 
didn ’t. 

Q. Do you have any idea what it was? A. It was for him 
to open up the mills, that is all. 

Q. Who told you that ? 

Mr. Ford: I object to the form of the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one toll you that? A. Did 
any one tell— 

Q. Did any one tell you that? A. That was some of them 
said, that is what it was for, and we signed it, that is all I 
know about it. 

Q. That was a petition to open the mills, is that correct? 
A. That’s the way I understood it, yes, sir. 

Q. Then you signed that when you were working in the 
mills ? 

Mr. Ford: I object to this repetition, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has already told you 

6861 that, Mr. Shawe. Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, was the mill closed at 
the time you signed that petition? A. No, we was working. 

Q. Why did you send the petition to the Governor to 
open the mills if you were working? 

Mr. Ford: I object to the question, they can’t cross- 
examine him or ask him for his reasons. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever see any minutes of the 
meetings held under the Plan of Employees Representation? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you see them? A. Posted up in the mill. 

Q. In the mill? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where you work? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On the bulletin board? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When was the last time you saw some minutes posted 
there? A. I can’t just tell you the last time I seen them, 
they post them every month. 

6862 Q. This year? A. Not this year, this year’s month 
ain’t in yet, this is only January. 

Q. I am sorry, I mean during 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever see any minutes of the meetings of the 
Amalgamated Association? A. No, sir. 
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Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, |in- 
competent, irrelevant, immaterial, there is no showing tijiat 
there were any minutes— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Ford —of that association, Amalgamated Associa¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you see any minutes of the meet¬ 
ings of the General Body of the Plan of Employees Repre¬ 
sentation on the bulletin board during the latter part (of 
1937? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Toward the end of the year. 

Mr. Shawe: Toward the end of the year? 

The Witness: I don’t believe I did, they generally pojst 
them every month, I didn’t see any the last month or so|. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You think you saw some in Novem¬ 
ber, 1937? 

Mr. Ford: I object to the form of the question, it 
leading. 

6863 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You may answer. A. 
wouldn’t say whether it was November or not, I wouldn it 
say, I can’t recall it. 

Q. Did you ever hear of the Amalgamated Association? 

Mr. Moore: Wait a minute, please, who is playing wit^i 
our lights ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Rose: 1 withdraw the last question. No furtheif 
questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Ford: That is all. Just a minute. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) I just want to ask you one question, 
Mr. Gordon, the fact is that you don’t know when they 
stopped posting minutes? A. How is that? 
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Q. The fact is, that you don’t know when they stop post¬ 
ing minutes of the Plan of Representation in the Wheel 
Plant, is that right? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. Ex¬ 
amine it contains a statement of fact. 

6864 Mr. Ford: This is cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, go ahead. 
The Witness: No, I don’t, I don’t know exactly. 

Mr. Ford: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom. That is all. Anything further? 
Mr. Shawe: No recross. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you, Mr. 
Gordon. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Uncapher, will you please take the 
stand? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, you will have about 
15 minutes with this witness and then we will have to ad¬ 
journ for an hour. 

Mr. Broun: I understand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You understand that? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Carl Uncapher a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you state your full name 

6865 and spell it? A. Carl Uncapher, U-n-c-a-p-h-e-r. 

Mr. Rose: I couldn’t hear the spelling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: U-n-c-a-p-h-e-r. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell us where you reside, 
what is your address? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where do you live? 

The Witness: 523 Fairfield Avenue. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that in Johnstown or not? A. On 
the outskirts of Johnstown, Lower Yoder Township. 

Q. How do you spell Lower Yoder? 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, will you ask the witness to speak 
a little louder? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: To be frank, I have asked him 
to yell, and I am not doing very well, T am afraid. 

Mr. Broun: Speak a little louder. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Talk as loud as you want. 

The Witness: What was the question? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell us again where you live, wha; 
is your residence address? A. 523 Fairfield Avenue. 

Q. And is that in Johnstown, or did you say Lower Yoder 
Township? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know how to spell thal 
Lower Yoder? 

The Witness: No, sir, we get the city mail out there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who knows how to spell 

6866 that Township ? 

Mr. Broun: Lower, L-o-w-e-r; Yoder, Y-o-d-e-r; 
do you think that is correct Mr. Uncapher? 

The Witness: That is it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That is on the outskirts, as I under¬ 
stand, you say, of the city of Johnstown? A. Yes. 

Q. Mr. Uncapher, are you a married man or a single man? 
man ? A. Married. 

Q. Do you have any children or not, Mr. Uncapher? A. 
Two, two girls. 

Q. Two girls? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember on what date the strike began among 
the employees at the Cambria plant of the Bethlehem Steel 
Companv? A. June 11th, I think. 

Q. 1937? A. 1937. 

Q. Do you know what time of the day it began, or night, 
if it began at night ? A. Eleven o’clock at night. 

Q. Eleven o’clock at night? A. Yes. 

6867 Q. Were you employed at that time? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. For whom did you work? A. Sir? 

Q. AVho were you employed by? A. Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Q. In Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The plant here? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What part of the plant did you work? A. Wire mill. 
Q. What did you do in the wire mill, what was your job? 
A. Crane operator. 

Q. Did you work on Friday, June 11th? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Do you remember what turn you worked? A. Eleven 
to seven. 

Q. Does that mean eleven p. m. to seven a. m.f A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. That is Friday night to Saturday morning, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember what day you worked after 

6868 that, if you did ? A. Monday morning I went out. 

Q. What time did you start work Monday morn¬ 
ing? A. Seven o'clock. 

Q. How long did you work ? A. Till a quarter of eight. 

Q. What is that ? A. The evening. 

Q. You worked from seven o’clock in the morning till a 
quarter of eight in the evening? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you do your regular job that day? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you at that time operate one particular crane, or 
did you operate a number of cranes ? A. Well, 1 operated 
one particular crane till three o’clock, then they asked me to 
make a couple of lifts on the outside crane. 

Q. That was on Monday? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That would have been June 14th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you make the lifts on the outside crane after you 
had worked on the crane which is your regular crane? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell me approximately where 

6869 the outside crane that you worked on is located. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read that question back to 
the witness, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Right outside the Broad mill, it runs 
parallel with Laurel Avenue— 

Q. Running parallel with Laurel Avenue? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What entrance to the plant did you use at that time in 
getting into the wire mill to go to work? A. The main en¬ 
trance. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, what time, Monday, June 14th? 

Mr. Broun: Monday, June 14th. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) The main entrance? A. Yes. 

Q. Where is that located? A. Right off “A” Street. 
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Q. Is it on any other street ? A. Well, it goes to Laurel 
Avenue and “A” Street, the intersection there. 

Q. Is that the same Laurel Avenue that you say 

6870 this crane is parallel to? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you say the crane runs parallel to Laurel 
Avenue? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Does that mean that it is a movable crane that runs 
up and down the track ? A. An overhead crane, yes, sir. 

Q. About how far away from Laurel Avenue did the 
track of the crane that you refer to run on at that time? A. 
I don’t know just how far away it is, a good hundred feet, 
I guess, maybe more. 

Q. About a hundred feet? A. Yes. 

Q. Did anything out of the ordinary take place while you 
were running that crane, or not, on Monday, June 14th? A. 
Some of the fellows outside hollored at me. 

Q. Where were the fellows outside? A. On the street. 
Q. Where were they with reference to the street? A. 
They were in between the gate and the subway. 

Q. Between the gate and the what? A. Subway. 

Q. What is a subway? A. It is where the street goes 
through under the P. R. tracks. 

6871 Q. As you come out of the gate, is the subway to 
the right or the left of the gate? A. To the right. 

Q. What street goes under the tracks through the sub¬ 
way? A. Laurel Avenue. 

Q. Could you or could you not see the gate from the crane 
that you were operating? A. Xot for the office. 

Q. But you could see the people in the streets? 

Mr. Rose: Just let the witness testify. 

Mr. Broun: I withdraw the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us have him tell us what 
he saw instead of your suggesting to him what he did see. 
Mr. Broun : I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you or did you not see the peo¬ 
ple whom you say hollered at you ? A. I could see at lot of 
people. 

Mr. Rose: That is the same question, if I heard correctly. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: You heard correctly, but I will 
let it go this time. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember what the people 
hollored at you? A. They says, “We know you, Baldy.” 
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Mr. Broun: I didn’t get that. 

6872 Trial Examiner Bloom: “We know you, Baldy.” 
Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that all they said? A. 

That is all. 

Q. Who, if you know, is Baldy? A. Well, that is what 
they call me. 

Q. Is Baldy your nickname, or not? A. Nickname. 

Q. Can you tell me, Mr. Uncapher, how long it takes you, 
took you, in June, 1937, to go from your home to work? A. 
About half an hour. 

Q. Did you walk or ride? A. Walk. 

Q. Now, 1 understand that you were talking about the 
period of time prior to the strike on June 11th, is that right? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you talking about before 
June 11th? 

Mr. Broun: I am talking about the period immediately 
prior to June 11th. I want to know from the witness 
whether he understands if that is what I meant. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did it or did it not take you approxi¬ 
mately half an hour— 

Mr. Rose: I don’t know if there was an answer to that 
question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

6873 Mr. Broun: I withdraw it and I will rephrase the 
question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Referring to the days immediately 
prior to June 11th, Mr. Uncapher, how long did it take you 
to get from your home to work ? A. About half an hour. 

Q. And did vou walk or go in some vehicle, ride? A. 
Walk. 

Q. Is it true or not that it took you the same time to 
go home? A. Well— 

Q. Immediately prior to the strike? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you on the days immediately prior to the strike, 
use the same route in going to and from your home from 
work? A. Yes. 

Q. What is that route? A. Say that you were leaving 
work going home, which way would you go from the gate? 
A. Up Laurel Avenue to Garfield Street, from Garfield 
Street to Fairfield Avenue, from Fairfield Avenue to home. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 35$1 


Q. When you go out the gate to go up Laurel Ave- 

6874 nue—did you say? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you turn to the right or the left? A. Right. 

Q. What time did you leave work on Monday, June 14th, 
if you remember, approximately? A. A quarter of eight:. 

Q. Did you or did you not start home the usual wayj? 
A. I started home the usual way, yes. | 

Q. Do you remember approximately how long it took yo^i 
to get home that evening? A. About three-quarters of aiti 
hour. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, I move 
to strike it, I don’t see what materiality or bearing it has 
on how long it took him to get home. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: He has answered, as T understand, Mr. Ex-1 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He started to answer, I don’t 
think he quite finished his answer. 

The Witness: About three-quarters of an hour. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me what, if any- 

6875 thing, happened on the evening of June 14th on your 
way home. A. Well, I left the wire mill, started for 

home, and about, well, about the middle of the subway there 
I took a lickin ’. 

Q. What do you mean, will you tell me just what hap¬ 
pened, Mr. Uncapher? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you repeat that, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set. 
forth.) 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you describe just what hap¬ 
pened, just what you mean and what happened? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

The Witness: Well, I left the wire mill, started for home, 
and about the middle of the subway, why, a couple of fel¬ 
lows come up to me and asked me where I was going. I 
told them I was going home. I started on about my busi¬ 
ness and one of them hit me, knocked me down. I got up 
and tried to give as good account of myself as I could, till 
they got me down and put me out of the business, knocked 
me out. 
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Mr. Rose: I move to strike the conversation. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What do you mean by “put you out 
of business,” or knocked you out? 

6876 Mr. Rose: I move to strike the conversation, on 
the ground it is immaterial, incompetent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Mr. Rose: The persons haven’t been identified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Dncapher, you said, as I 
understood, if I am wrong, correct me, that they put you 
out of business or knocked you out? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you tell me a little more in detail just what you 
mean bv that? A. Well, thev knocked me unconscious. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will adjourn at this time 
until 4:30. The school has the use of the auditorium in here, 
so we won’t be able to use this place for about an hour. 

Mr. Broun: Will you ask the witness to return at that 
time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Yes, you will return at 4:30, and 
don’t talk to anybody about your testimony. 

(Whereupon, at 3:30 o'clock p. m., a recess was declared. 
During the recess the Trial Examiner extended the recess 
until 9:30 a. ni. of the following morning, January 18, 1938, 
and all parties were notified accordingly.) 

(Thereupon, at 3:30 o’clock p. m., January 17, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o’clock a. m., January’ 18, 
1938.) 

6880 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170”. 

The Auditorium, Central High School, Johnstown, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Tuesday, January 18, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appea ranees: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board 
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I 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gerp- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood, 15 Broad Street, New York, Jf 
Y.), Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

6881 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please com|e 
to order. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Uncapher, will you please resume th 
stand ? 

Carl Uncapher resumed the stand as a witness by and o|i 
behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (continued) 


Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, do you have your tape of 
yesterday? 

The Reporter: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Might 1 ask the reporter to read back the: 
last question because we were interrupted just in the middle 
of the story, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

(The reporter read the following testimony: 

“Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now. Mr. Uncapher, you said, as 
1 understood, if 1 am wrong, correct me, that they put you 
out of business or knocked you out. A. Yes. 

* i Q. Will you tell me, a little more in detail just what you 
mean by that? A. Well, they knocked me unconscious.” 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, as I understand it, Mr. 
6882 Uncapher, you were telling about what happened in 
what you termed a subway, is that right or not? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, will you go ahead and describe what took place 
after that in so far as you remember? A. Well, that is all 
I remember until I came to. 

Q. Till you came to, you say? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, go ahead and tell us what you remember 
that happened after that, if anything? A. Well, after I 
came to I started for home and I got my senses back. I was 
up on Strayer Street in Morrellville. From there I pro¬ 
ceeded to home. 
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Q. What happened when you got home, if anything did 
happen? A. I got home, I took my coat off and I laid down 
on the floor. 

Q. Yes. A. My wife, she says, “What’s the matter with 
you?” And I says, “I got hurt.” I says, “Not so much.” 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike out what his wife said, Mr. 
Examiner, I don’t know whether I heard everything but 1 
thing T heard the words “Wife said.” 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me wliat 

6883 the witness says is entirely responsive to the ques¬ 
tion, it is a part of the happenings of which he is de¬ 
scribing, it is entirely within his knowledge, not any other 
reason except to complete the story, and I think it should 
stand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, 1 will let it stand. 

6884 Q. Well, now, were you hurt or not? Will you 
describe any injuries you had, if any? A. Well, I 

had a welt on each side of my head, my nose was broken, I 
had several sore spots on my back. 

Q. Do you remember or not, having been hit on the back 
in any way? A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, now, what happened after you said to your wife 
what you have just told us, if anything did happen? A. 
Well, my two little girls, they came in and tried to get me 
to get up off the floor. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that and move to strike it out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, well, let’s confine it, Mr. 
Broun, to what happened to him, not to what the people said 
to him about it. 

Mr. Broun: I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And things of that kind. 

Mr. Broun: —Mr. Examiner, that the answer is respon¬ 
sive, that it is part— 

Trial Examiner Bioom: Oh, the answer is responsive 
enough. 

Mr. Broun: —so far as the surrounding circumstances 
and, if witness is permitted to go ahead and complete the 
story that it will be tied up. 

6885 Trial Examiner Bloom: If you say you are going 
to tie it up, I will enter a motion to strike and if it is 

not tied up, T will strike it out. Go ahead. 
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Mr. Broun: Will you read back, Mr. Reporter, the l^st 


answer. 


(The reporter read the last question and answer as abcjve 
set forth.) I 


Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did they do anything else or not? 
A. They just tried to lift me up off the floor. 

6886 Q. Do you remember, Mr. Uncapher, what hoijr, 
what time of night you arrived at home, as you have 

just described? A. About nine o’clock. 

Q. What time was it that you say you left the gate to go 
home? A. About a quarter to eight. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, T consent to the striking <|>f 
the statements with respect to what Mr. Uncapher’s children 
did or said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, it may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Uncapher, can you tell me when 
you next went back to work after the dav that vou have 
told us about? A. About a week after. 

Q. About a week after? Did you have any reason for ndt 
going back to work the next day? A. Well, T was afraid to 
go back. 

Mr. Rose: All that, 1 move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did or did not the injuries which you 
have described continue to affect vou— A. Well, nr^ 
nose— 

Q. —after the day that you have described? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner; ir 
the first place, the form is leading, and in the second 

6887 place, what does he mean by ‘‘affect you”? 

Mr. Broun: I will withdraw the question, Mr. Ex¬ 


aminer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You have described, Mr. Uncapher, 

your condition after what you have termed a “lickinV’ 

Will vou tell me when von recovered ? 

« * 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, go ahead. 

The Witness: Will you repeat the question? 

Mr. Broun : Repeat the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When did you recover? 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) When did you get well, get over your 
injuries ? A. About a week after. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike all the testimony of this 
witness, on the ground that it is incompetent, immaterial, 
irrelevant, it hasn’t even been connected with what has been 
termed as strike conditions, there isn’t a scintilla of evi¬ 
dence that connects what this man has testified to to any 
such situation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —in for what it is worth, motion 
denied. 

Cross-Examination 

6888 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether Lower 
Yoder Township is a part of the city of Johnstown, 

or is it a separate municipality? A. It is a suburb. 

Q. Suburb— A. It is a suburb of Johnstown. 

Q. Does it have a separate municipal government, so to 
speak? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, it is quite 
immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, overruled. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you ever hear of the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees Representation, at the Cambria Plant? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question, it 
is beyond the scope of the direct examination. The Board 
has rested its case and it has no right to make this witness 
its own. 

Mr. Rose: Well, certainly counsel for the Respondents 
have done so, have gone pretty far afield, I believe, in their 
cross-examination of witness. I think certainly this subject 
concerns the testimony of the witness, on the examination of 
this witness. On the examination of Ramsey, respon- 

6889 dents’ counsel was permitted to go into a great many 
things that we thought didn’t have any connection 

with direct. I submit that we should be entitled to the same 
privilege of examination. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, may I—if I may break in 
there, I tried to make the point yesterday that it was en- 
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tirely within the rules of evidence for me to ask any pler- 
tinent or relevant questions until I had closed my case. 

Now, there is a great difference between asking leading 
questions, I mean asking questions which make the witness 
the witness of the Board, after they have closed their case, 
and our asking questions on a new subject before we haive 
closed our case. I tried to make it a point, as I said yester¬ 
day, when we were examining witnesses, if I asked a^iy 
qustiones which were beyond the scope of the direct exam¬ 
ination, I made the witness my witness, which I had a right 
to do, but that same reasoning does not apply here, because, 
as I also said yesterday, if the Board cannot call new wit¬ 
nesses to prove new matter, having rested its case, it eann|ot 
make our witnesses its witnesses to prove new matter. 

6890 Trial Examiner Bloom: The application of the 
rule asked for by respondents would have this effect: 

that the respondents during the course of the Board’s case 
were given enormous latitude in cross-examination, in that 
they were not restricted to the rule that the cross-exainina- 
tion was limited to matters brought out on direct exam¬ 
ination, rather they were permitted to examine on any mat¬ 
ters relevant to the proceedings. 

Now, the application of this rule, as stated by Mr. Moore, 
would have the effect of limiting Board’s counsel, not t)o 
matters relevant to the proceedings but to matters relevant 
only to the direct examination. If from the beginning olf 
the proceedings I had followed that rule and limited respon¬ 
dent’s counsel to the matters brought out on direct exam¬ 
ination by the Board, the case on behalf of the Board would 
have finished not December 16th but about November the 
1st, because of the ten thousand pages taken up in the pre¬ 
sentation of the Board’s case, I am willing to say that ap¬ 
proximately seventy-five hundred pages were taken up with 
cross-examination by the respondents’ counsel and a con¬ 
siderable portion of that was taken up with new matter en¬ 
tirely. 

Now\ having followed that rule during the presentation 
of the Board’s case I am certainly not now going to limit 
Board’s counsel to the rule requested by the respondents.. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if I may just make myself clearJ 

6891 which I clearly have not done. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I get your point. 
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Mr. Moore: In the first place I know of no rule of evi¬ 
dence anywhere and I never have heard or seen a rule in 
force, which prevents the Respondents’ counsel from going 
as far afield as they please and disregarding the questions 
of the subject matter of the testimony given by a witness 
for the moving party so long as it is, I mean on direct ex¬ 
amination, of course, so long as the evidence sought to be 
elicited is pertinent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is relevant to the proceedings. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. i 

6892 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is substantially the 
rule I follow. 

Mr. Moore: But the table is turned, our case is still open, 
the Board's case is closed. The Board could not call this 
man as witness today, if it can’t call him as its own witness, 
it can’t go into new fields and make this witness its witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: j The Board will listen to any 
evidence relative to these proceedings. This Board is 
not going to be bound by strict, over-technical, rules of evi¬ 
dence that it cannot inquire into matters brought out, be¬ 
cause the witness is on the stand and was put forward by 
the respondents, and because those matters are sought to 
be elicited on cross-examination of respondents’ witnesses. 

In my opinion, to apply a rule of the kind requested by 
respondents would be an absurd violation of any elementary 
idea, elementary rule, of fairness to permit the Board, to 
permit respondents, to have the enormous latitude that I 
accorded them, to permit them to inquire into anything that 
the witness know about any of the facts and the issues and 
then to advocate a rule at this time that Board’s counsel, 
when cross-examining witnesses put forward by the respon¬ 
dents, cannot find out what the witness knows about 

6893 these matters, but have to limit themselves to the 
direct matters brought forth by the respondents, is 

not the rule that we are going to follow in this proceeding. 

It has not been followed in any other proceedings before 
the Board and it is not going to be followed in these pro¬ 
ceedings. 

Mr. Moore: Well, of course, you are the Examiner here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is also the rule. 

Mr. Moore: And you can make any rules you please. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not making any rules, these 
are the rules of the National Labor Relations Board, this 
is the type of rule that has been followed in all of th^se 
proceedings and it is going to be followed in this proceeding. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I can only say to you that I asked) at 
the beginning if I could have the rules of the National Latjor 
Relations Board and to apply at this date a rule which| is 
clearly not in accordance with the ordinary rules of eyi- 
dence, without my having notice of it, is a clear prejudice Ito 
my case. 

You go on here, we could go on foreover this way— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, at the rate, the type of evi¬ 
dence the respondents are putting in, 1 have no doubt but 
that we might go on forever. 

6894 Mr. Moore: My understanding is that when we 
started I asked you the very first day, and you to}d 

me, that there weren’t any rules of evidence— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I said there weren’t any formal 
rules, Mr. Moore, but to say now, to try to put into mly 
mouth a statement that I never made is entirely uncalled 
for. I am telling you now the rules of practice that the 
Board has followed in other proceedings, the type of evi¬ 
dence that it permits to go in and the rules that it does fol¬ 
low. Of course, these are not formal rules. I never said 
that there were any formal rules, but if you will examine 
the records of hundreds of Board’s cases, you will find that 
what I have just laid down is the rule to be followed in thijs 
proceeding, is the rule that has been followed in countless 
hundreds of other proceedings. 

Those records have gone up to reviewing Courts and in 2 . 
great many instances, I know of no case where the findings 
of fact of the Board have been reversed by Circuit Courts ol| 
Appeal or by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. Moore: Well, can you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think these rules are entirely 1 
logical, I think they are fair, I can see no conceivable reason! 
why this witness, if he knows anything about these pro¬ 
ceedings, about the matters at issue in this case, 

6895 should not be permitted to tell them. That is what 
I permitted you to do during the course of the 

Board’s case, I am going to permit the Board to do it now 
with the witnesses brought forward by the respondents. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I would be glad if you would point 
out to me, I can ’t find time to read all of the decisions that 
are made by the Labor Board, but if you can point out to me 
any case where the Board has in contest, ruled in accord¬ 
ance with your suggestion, I will be glad to take the time to 
read the cases. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will just refer you to the rec¬ 
ords, I am not talking about direct rulings made by the 
Board. I know what the opinions of the Board are based 
on, I know what these records consist of, and I know that 
this is the type of ruling that is made in all of these cases. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it is one thing to say that we have a 
rule of law and another one to say that we have a rule of 
the Board. In the absence of being advised to the contrary, 
I can only follow the ordinary rules of evidence, and I 
state again that the rule that I have stated is the regular 
rule of evidence. 

However, if this Board wishes— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If this witness knows anything 
about the things at issue in these proceedings, he is 
6896 going to bo permitted to tell them in the same way 
that every other witness that has been called in 
these proceedings has been permitted to tell them. 

Mr. Moore: May I ask what the issue is to which testi¬ 
mony is directed? That is, to which this testimony is di¬ 
rected ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is related, the question that 
■was asked by counsel obviously has to do with that por¬ 
tion of the complaint wherein it is stated that the respon¬ 
dents dominated, interfered or assisted a labor organiza¬ 
tion in this case the Employees Plan of Representation. 

Mr. Moore: Is there any issue in this case as to whether 
this witness knows or doesn’t know about the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees Representation ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may know. 

Mr. Moore: Is there any evidence as to whether he voted 
or did not? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may, I don’t know. 

Mr. Moore: Is there any evidence as to any issue as to 
whether he knows or doesn’t know his representative under 
the Plan ? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All of those things go into the 
making of evidence in a case, they may be pertinent, I am 
not going to say to the Board, “You can’t inquire into 
matters that may be pertinent.” If this man knows about 
it the Board wants to find out what he knows. 

6897 Mr. Moore: Well, there is no end to the case (so 
long as you keep your case open, that is all this is 

doing. I understood the Board had closed its case. That 
was the announcement made at Baltimore. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The Board finished its direct 
presentation of evidence. The Board is not barred from, 
during the course of the Respondents’ case, from finding 
out from witnesses what they also know about the issues 
before the Board. That is the rule that we followed, as I 
say, in countless other Board cases, that is the rule we are 
going to follow in this case. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if I remember correctly, I am sorrjy 
I don’t have the ruling here, the statements that you macje 
were, “We would go ahead with our case,” and then as wl 
closed our case the Board would have an opporunity to call 
rebuttal witnesses. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: This is not a rebuttal witness, we havj* 
nothing in the case as yet with reference to rebuttal. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: During the cross-examinatioiji 
of witnesses who were on the stand the Board is going tb 
permit those witnesses to tell what they know about the 
proceedings. If I were going to follow the rule advocated 
by you, Mr. Moore, I would not have permitted you the 
latitude that I did, but I would have told you, “Waii[ 

6898 until you put in your case and then you call these] 
people back.” 

Mr. Moore: Well, I understand you said that, but I sayj 
there isn’t any rule of evidence that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know what rule you are 
talking about, this is the procedure of The National Labor 
Relations Board, the procedure The National Labor Re¬ 
lations Board follows. 

Mr. Moore: You understand I am talking about an 
orderly presentation of my case and a prejudice to my case 
by reason of the ruling you made and I want the record to 
show that I protested on that ground. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: And the protest you are making 
now is precisely the protest that the Board made when you 
wanted to do what the Board now wants to do. I over¬ 
ruled the Board’s contention. I am now overruling your 
contention. These witnesses are here. We are not going 
to bring them back two and three times. While they are on 
the stand, we are going to let them tell us what they know 
about the issues. 

Mr. Moore: Now, if I may have just a moment and then 
I am through, here is what you said— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: t know exactly what I said. It 
is in the record, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: I know, but it states “Board’s counsel will 
then be permitted to offer rebuttal testimony.” 

6899 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: “At such place.” This is not rebuttal 
testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is not rebuttal testimony but 
this man knows, or may know, something about these pro¬ 
ceedings and he is going to be permitted to tell us what he 
knows. 

Mr. Moore: Well, we have— 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, before the witness shall 
be permitted to go further I would like it clearly under¬ 
stood that I have an objection to the entire line of testi¬ 
mony on this basis and as to anything which is not covered 
on direct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you vote under the Plan of Em¬ 
ployee Representation? A1 Yes, sir. 

Q. When was the last time you voted? A. 1937. 

Q. Do you recall the month? A. No, sir. 

Q. What department did you vote in? A. Wire Mill. 

Q. Where was the voting booth ? A. The Rod Mill. 

6900 Q. Where in the Rod Mill was the voting booth, do 
you recall? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, it is quite immaterial, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. Did you an¬ 
swer? 

The Witness: No. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you finished stating voijir 
objection, Mr. Broun, I wasn’t quite sure? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Rod Mill office. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Whose office was that, do you know? 
A. Chappie Stewart’s. 

Q. Who is he? A. Roller, roller in the Rod Mill. 

Q. Do you know the name— 

Mr. Broun: I was just going— 

Mr. Rose: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Broun: Will you ask him to spell the name? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Will you spell the name, please? A. 

I can’t spell it. 

Q. Did you say that name was Stewart? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you spell that if you know? 

6901 Trial Examiner Bloom: He says he doesn’t know, 
Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose: I am sorry. 

Mr. Broun: What was the first name ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Chappie Stewart; Chappie, is 
that correct? 

The Witness: That is all I know him by. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the way the witnes 
knows him. 

6902 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether he is a 
foreman? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, he has testi¬ 
fied on cross-examination as to what the man was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He is a roller, Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know the name of your “em¬ 
ployee representative” at the present time? A. Betz. 

Q. Do you know the first name? A. No, sir. 

Q. What department does he work in, do you know? A. 
He is a steel inspector. 

Q. Do you know whether Chappie Stewart is a foreman 
now? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether he was a fore¬ 
man in March? A. He was a foreman, I suppose, over the ! 
Rod Mill. 



3594 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL, VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Mr. Broun: I move to strike that out, Mr. Examiner, 
the witness 9 guesses and suppositions are not relevant. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether he still has the 
same job that he had then ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is not 
clear what period of time Mr. Rose is referring to. 

6903 Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 
Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether Chappie 

Stewart has the same job now that he had in March, 1937? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is in¬ 
competent, irrelevant and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: He has the same job, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Were you ever an employee repre¬ 
sentative? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever see any minutes of meetings of the 
general body? A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know what the general body is, sir? A. No, 
sir. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun : No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you. Call 
your next witness. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Jackson Hockensmith. 

6904 Jackson Hockensmith a witness called by and on 
behalf of the Respondents, being first duly sworn, 

was examined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Hockensmith, will you please 
state your full name and spell it? A. Jackson Hocken¬ 
smith. J-a-c-k-s-o-n H-o-c-k-e-n-s-m-i-t-h. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you please spell your name again? 

The Witness: H-o-c-k-e-n-s-m-i-t-h. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me what your residence 
address is? A. Rear of 1318 Maryland Avenue. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you speak a little louder, please? 

The Witness: I am sorry. Maryland Avenue. 

Mr. Rose: Will you repeat the number, please? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Rear of 1318 Maryland Avenue. 
Is that correct, Mr. Hockensmith? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that in the City of Johnstown? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember when the strike among the en - 
ployees at the Cambria plant of the Bethlehem Steel 

6905 Company in Johnstown began? A. June 11th. j 

Q. Do you know what time of day or night it be|- 
gan? A. I am—I think at eleven o’clock, it wasn’t in effect 
so far as I was concerned until seven o’clock in the morn¬ 
ing. I think it was eleven o’clock. 

Q. Do you mean P. M. or A. M.? A. P. M. 

Q. On June 11, 1937 and immediately prior to that time, 
were you or were you not employed? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By whom were you employed? A. Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Q. In the Cambria plant ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In what part or division of that plant were you at thaj; 
time working? A. In the mechanical department as a pipe? 
fitter. 

Q. What gate of the plant did you use in going to anc. 
coming from work? A. The Front Street gate or bridge, or 
the bridge gate. 

Q. Can you tell me what street that gate is located onl 
A. It is off the boulevard, the Hillside Boulevard, facing 
McConaghy Street. 

Q. Is that gate,— | 

6906 Mr. Broun: May I ask a leading question, Mr. 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) —sometimes known as the Cambria. 
City gate? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, I think you said something about the strike be¬ 
ginning for you at seven o ’clock on some morning, can you 
tell me what you meant by that? A. I meant by that, that 
I had no immediate contact with it ’till seven o’clock in the 
morning. 

Q. Which morning, what morning? A. Saturday morn¬ 
ing, the 12th. 

Q. June 12th? Well, can you tell me what if anything 
happened on that morning. 
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Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is too 
vague, a lot of things could have happened that morning. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has obviously 
referred to specific time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr.— A. Question, 
please ? 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question, please, Mr. Re¬ 
porter i 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Did anything happen that morn¬ 
ing f 

6907 The Witness; Nothing unusual, except I was go¬ 
ing to work, at the end of the bridge on the boulevard 

there was a picket standing there. 

Mr. Shawe: 1 object to the description of these men, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answ’er. Motion to 
strike denied. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr.— A. There was a 
picket standing there, he asked us, the fellow I was with and 
myself if we didn't know there was a strike, the employees 
were out on strike. We told him that we knew it, we were 
going to work anyhow that morning. 

Q. Did anything else take place at that time? A. Noth¬ 
ing. 

Q. Did you use that gate, go out from that gate when you 
left work at that day? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did anything happen, when you left work, out of the 
ordinary? A. Well, nothing except that we were called 
some pretty bad names, anyhow. 

Q. You were? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Would you mind telling us what those names were? 
Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, let me ask the witness— 
Mr. Broun: If you like, why I would suggest, 

6908 Mr. Examiner, that the counsel gather around. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, this witness, as I 
understand it, is of a certain religious faith. Do you have 
any objections to repeating words which you may have 
heard? 

6909 The Witness: Well. 1 don’t like to, but 1 will re¬ 
peat them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 
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(At this point counsel gathered around the tabic of the 
Trial Examiner.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Hoekensmith, just tell us 
what was said? A. We wore called cock suckers, sons of 
bitches, whore-masters and everything else I might think of 
in that connection v fairies and bastards. 

Q. Is that all? A. That is pretty nearly all. 

(At this point counsel left the table of the Examiner and 
returned to their seats.) 

Mr. Broun: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Hoekensmith, when next did 
you go to work, Mr. Hoekensmith, if you did go to work| 
again? A. On Monday morning. 

Q. On what shift were you going to work? A. The day¬ 
light shift. 

Q. Does that mean from seven a.m. to three p.m.? A. No. 
we were told to be there at 5:30 Monday morning. 

Q. Well, now, what, if anything, happened out of the | 
ordinary that morning, as you went to work, if anv- 

6910 thing did? A. On our way to work— 

Q. If anything did? A. Pardon me? 

Q. If anything did happen? A. On our way to work, 
there was four of us, going up Broad Street, three or four 
cars pulled into the curb, about 15 men jumped out of these 
cars and started to beat us up. 

Q. Well, now, will you describe what you mean by started 
to beat you up and just tell us in as much detail as you can 
remember what happened? A. Well, after telling us we 
weren’t going to work and telling us to turn around, this 
one fellow in particular hit me in the back of the head and 
when I bent over, he kicked me in the stomach, grabbed 
me, I finally got away and started back towards my home. 

At the corner of Delaware and Broad Street, another 
man, he had chased the one man pretty nearly home and 
he was on his way back and he told us that would teach us 
not to go to work when most of the employees were ont on 
strike. 

Q. And, do you remember anything else that happened 
in that connection? A. Not in that connection. We 

6911 went on back towards home, finally decided we would 
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try it again, we went down and got the street car and 
went to work instead of walking. 

Q. Well, what happened then, if anything did? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of these questions, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Hockensmith. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is a perfectly good question. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, he suggested to the witness that a 
something did happen. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: After all, this is direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He asked him what else hap¬ 
pened, if anything. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I understood you to rule— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Hockensmith. A. 
What was the last question ? 

Mr. Broun: Please read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 am trying to anticipate ob¬ 
jections to similar questions, I hope they won’t be forth¬ 
coming. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Well, after we got in the street car, 
6912 we passed the Front Street gate, that is, the bridge 
gate, we went on up to the John Street gate, walked 
across the bridge, there was one picket there, he didn’t 
even bother to stop us, he talked to us a little bit and we 
went on in and that is all that happened that morning in 
that, connection. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, you say that there were four 
of you, T believe, is that right? A. Yes. 

Q. Who were the other three, do you remember? A. One 
was Mr. Ritter, Mr. Joe Ritter. 

Q. Yes. A Mr. Klienosky and his son. 

Q. Do you know how to spell that last name? A. Not 
definitely, K-l-i-e-n-o-s-k-y. 

Q. All right. A. That is as near as I know. 

Q. Now, where had you gotten together with those men 
that morning? 
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Mr. Shawe: Objected to, Mr. Examiner, it is entirely 
immaterial, irrelevant and incompetent. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that that is 
entirely proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: Usually, Mr. Ritter and I walked to 

6913 work and on our way to work we would meet Mr. 
Klienosky and his son. This morning after the fight, 

if I might call it that, we all started back towards home, as 
I said before, and we met each other again on Pennsylvania 
Avenue. 

From there we decided to get the street car and go to 
work. 

Q. Did you see any of those three men during the fight 
as you have called it? A. I was too busy taking care o| 
myself to see what happened to them directly. I know that 
Mr. Ritter got away from them. The younger Klienosky 
was injured in the fight, too, but I don’t know what hap¬ 
pened to Mr., the elder Klienosky. 

Mr. Shawe: T move to strike what happened to the 
younger Klienosky. The testimony of the witness clearly 
shows that he didn’t see it, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, go ahead. | 
Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Hoekensmith, will you describe 
the injury which you say you know Mr. Klienosky re¬ 
ceived? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) If you can? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

6914 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness testified 
that he was with these men, that they got into a 

fight, that he met them again, that he knew the man was 
injured. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, tell us. 

The Witness: He was hit in the face, his lips were 
bleeding, I know that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you see him hit 1 
The Witness: I saw' the fight, 1 didn’t see that he got 
hit directly, no, I know that his lips were bleeding. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were they bleeding before the 
fight? 
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The Witness: No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Hockensmith, can you tell me 
the first names of either of the Klienoskvs? A. The elder 
Klienoskv, his name is Albert. 

Q. Do you remember his son’s namef A. No, sir, I 
don’t. 

Q. When did you next go to work? A. On Thursday 
morning. 

Q. What day was it that what you have termed a “fight” 
occurred ? A. Monday. 

Q. When, if you remember, did you recover from the in¬ 
juries that you say you received, in what you have termed 
a “fight”? 

6915 Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, this 
witness hasn’t been 1 qualified as a doctor, how does 

he know what he has referred to? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If a man doesn’t know when 
he is feeling bad, and when he is feeling better, why— 

Mr. Shawe: If I recall, Mr. Rose asked the man if he 
had flat feet— 

Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead, answer. 

The Witness: I felt well enough to go back to work 
Thursday morning. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom h Any— 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike the entire testimony of this 
witness as entirely immaterial, irrelevant, incompetent, no 
connection shown with anything connected with these pro¬ 
ceedings. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, is it necessary to argue the 
question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, motion denied. 
Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Hockensmith, you testified, I 
believe, you were a pipe fitter. I have never been in the 
mills and I would like to know just what you do as 

6916 a pipe fitter? A. Fit pipe. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to this, it 
seems to me that it has no pertinency whatever to the testi¬ 
mony the witness gave. 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may I direct your attention 
to the fact that when the Board submitted its case, as I 
recall, the first six witnesses, that very question was ashed 
by Mr. Moore and I certainly think we are entitled to ask 
the same questions. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t recollect the first ^ix 
witnesses said they were pipe fitters. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Moore had Mr. Petzko and Mr. Jamie 
describe everything they did or had done in the mill every 
day, he asked a man what time he went to work, what time 
he went home to eat his dinner, and I certainly think we 
have a right to ask the man what he does, when the respon¬ 
dents produce a witness here who says he is a pipe fitter, 
the Board would like to know what a pipe fitter is. 

Mr. Broun: My whole point is, Mr. Examiner, it is im¬ 
material and clutters up the record. Certainly, if the Boafd 
and Board’s counsel want to fill the record with it, ^o 
ahead. 

Mr. Shawe: I am surprised as to the respondents’ 

6917 counsel’s objection to cluttering up the record at this 
stage of the game. If any one has done any clutter¬ 
ing, I refer you to Mr. Ramsey’s testimony. That cross, 
I am telling you, is appalling. I have read it over and if 
anybody can make anything out of it, I would like to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, that counsel have 
discussed each other’s abilities at attorneys, rather fully, 
we will go ahead with the cross-examination. Answer the 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Will you please tell me just wh^t 
do you do as a pipe fitter? A. I don’t know just how t|o 
answer you, we put pipe together. 

Q. When is the last time you worked ? A. On Friday. 

Q. You worked Friday, what did you do Friday? A. Put 
pipe together, I was pipe fitting on Friday. 

Q. Did you do anything else? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I certainly object to that, 
he might have done a thousand things on Friday, including 
eating breakfast. 

Q. ((By Mr. Shawe ) I mean, with reference to your job 
in the mill, of course. A. That is what I do, put pipe to¬ 
gether, it is called pipe fitting. 

6918 Q. How long have you been putting pipe together? 
A. Possibly eight or ten years. 
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Q. Eight or ten years? A. Yes. 

Q. In the same department? A. No, sir. 

Q. How long have you boejn putting pipe together for 
the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Approximately 16 
months. 

Q. 16 months? A. Yes. 

Q. How long have you been working for the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. Approximately 16 months. 

Q. 16 months? In the same department? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who is your foreman? A. Harry Muncert. 

Q. Harry Muncert? A. Yes. 

Q. How do you spell that last name ? A. M-u-n-e-e-r-t. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I have a general objec¬ 
tion to this general line of questioning, on the 

6919 grounds it is immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may so note. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Hoekensmith, did you ever hear 
of the Plan of Employees Representation? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you ever join the Plan of Employees Represen¬ 
tation ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question and 
any questioning along that line, on the ground that it is 
beyond the scope of the direct examination. The Board 
has rested its case and it is precluded from going into 
such matters; that the Board cannot call a witness who has 
testified to that and therefore cannot make this witness 
its own. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw r e) Did you ever join the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees Representation? A. I don't know what you mean 
by “join,” I never signed any application or anything on 
that order at all. 

Q. \ r ou never signed an application? A. Not to join in 
the Plan of Representation. 

Q. To join? Did you ever vote under the Plan? A. No. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may it be understood that 
my objection applies to the whole line in this con- 

6920 nection ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Broun:: Mr. Reporter, I didn’t get the answer, if 
there was one, do you mind reading it? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: No, the answer was “no,” Mr. 
Broun, to the last question. 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) With reference to the month and 
year, when did you first begin working for the companly? 
A. In August, 1936. 

Q. August 1936. Now, were you hired in the employ¬ 
ment office? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who hired you? A. Mr. Johnson. 

Q. Mr. Johnson? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you receive a check number? A. Yes. 

Q. When you were hired, what else did you receive whjm 
you were hired? A. What else did I receive? 

Q. If you received anything? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner,—I withdraw the objectiojn. 

The Witness: Nothing, only an insurance policly, 
6921 I think you might call it that, a relief plan. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you receive any other 
bulletins or pamphlets ? A. I don’t recall of any other 
kind at all. 


Q. Did you receive a copy of the Plan of Employees Rep¬ 
resentation? A. Possibly, I don’t remember. 

Q. Well, would you take time for a few minutes and 
think? A. I am sorry, I don’t know. 

Q. Do you think you may have received a copy of th|e 
Plan? A. I may have, yes. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, move it b^ 
stricken, “he might have.” | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He just said he may have. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did von—did anyone ever solicit voti 
for any money for contributions to the Citizens’ Committed 
of Johnstowm? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I assume that it is understood 
that my general objection to the statement applies to thd* 
questions of that sort also. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, the record may so 
show. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you contribute any money 
6922 to the Steel Workers Committee? A. No. 

Q. Do you know what the Plan of Employees Rep¬ 
resentation is? A. I think I do, yes, it is— 

Q. What does it mean? 
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Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, that certainly 
calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What does what mean? 

Mr. Shawe: I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know who your representa¬ 
tive is? A. Yes. 

Q. Who? A. We have three of them in our department. 
Q. Who are they? A. One is Alex Aimen, A-l-e-x 
A-i-m-e-n, I believe it is, I am not positive. Julius Kish, 
J-u-l-i-u-s K-i-s-h is another, and Clare Williams. 

Q. Clare Williams? 

Mr. Broun: Can you spell the last two names, Mr* Hock- 
ensmith? 

The Witness: K-i-s-h and W-i-l-l-i-a-m-s. 

Mr. Broun: Oh, thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have all three, Mr. 
Broun? 

6923 Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is Clare Williams the chair¬ 
man of the Plan? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: 1 object to—I withdraw the objection, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you working the day the elec¬ 
tions were held in March, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you see men voting under the Plan? A. I didn’t 
see them actually voting, I saw the booths there. 

Q. Did you see the booths ? A. Yes. 

Q. Where were they? A. In the shop. 

Q. How far away from your job were the booths? A. 
I don’t work actually in the shop, I get all over the plant. 

Q. Well, just describe with reference to the shop, the 
offices in the shop, just where the booths were located as 
best you can ? A. They were in the direct opposite end, the 
shop offices on one end, the booths on the other. 

Q. Whose offices on one end? A. The clerks. 

6924 Q. Where is the foreman’s office? A. Well, he has 
a desk in there, I suppose, you would call it his office, 

too. 

Q. Did you see men going to the booths to vote? A. Yes. 
Q. During the working hours ? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you ever see any minutes of the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees Representation? A. I think I have, posted on the 
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bulletin board, not that I read them particularly, but I ttjink 
I have seen them, yes. 

Q. When, when did you see them ? A. During the coulrse 
of my employment in the plant, I don’t know that I have 
seen them lately, but I have seen them. 

Q. You saw them during 1937, do you think? A. Pos¬ 
sibly the first part. 

Q. When you say “bulletin board,” you mean bulletin 
board in the plant? A. Yes. 

Q. Is that the company bulletin board? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, how does this 
man know what it is for? 

6925 Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw) After the elections held undjer 

the Plan, did you see notices posted as to who was elected? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Where was that posted? A. On the bulletin board. 

Q. On the same bulletin board? A. Yes. 

6926 Q. Did you receive the new edition of the “Beth¬ 
lehem Review” A. No. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, what dots 
it matter? The Board’s counsel talks— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustined. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether there was a 
petition circulated addressed to Governor Earle during 
the strike last June? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, jt 
is much too indefinite, it seems to me, to be intelligible. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no showing that this 
witness knows how long the strike lasted, you had better 
fix the date more specifically. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the month of June did yo^i 
ever hear of a petition addressed to Governor Earle of 
Pennsylvania? A. Yes. 

Q. What- was that petition about ? 

Mr. Broun: Did the witness answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said, “Yes.” 

Mr. Broun: Well, I still ask that Mr. Shawe specify wha^: 
year he is speaking if. 

Mr. Shawe: 1937. 

6927 Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you mean 1937, Mr 
Hockensmith? 


3606 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you see the petition? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you read it ? A. Yes. 

Q. What did it say? A. I can’t give you— 

Q. I mean, of course— A. Definitely. 

Q. I didn’t mean for you to give us it exactly, but— A. 
A petition to reopen the mills, lift the martial law. 

Q. Did you sign that? A. Yes. 

Q. Where were you when you signed it ? A. At home. 

Q. Did some one bring you the petition? A. Yes. 

Q. Who brought it to you? A. Do I have to mention 
names ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have any objection to 
giving his name? 

The Witness: Well, he might. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like to object 
6928 to the witness giving the name, if he objects, 1 ob¬ 
ject anyhow because it seems to me it is entirely 
immaterial. The question is whether he signed the petition, 
where he signed it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. You 
can find out if this witness knows what the status of this 
man is, generally. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is this man an employee of the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company that asked you to sign the petition? 
A. Yes. 

Q. What department? A. I can’t say. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that the ques¬ 
tion does not go to status. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe, possibly I didn’t 
make myself clear. The witness does not want to give the 
name of this man. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. I think I understand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, don’t ask ques¬ 
tions which might tend to identify him. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, Mr. Hockensmith, do you mind 
telling up generally what kind of work does he do, without 
identifying him in any way, in any department or any¬ 
thing. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


3^07 


Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I must object to tljat, 
6929 I don’t understand that that goes to the line that 
you have permitted them to question on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is proper, as longjas 
the man, as this witness, won’t have to answer a question 
which would tend to identify the individual, I think the 
questions may be answered. 

Mr. Broun: Well, let me say this, if I may, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, as I understand it, I may be in error, if the witness 
should state that a man does a particular kind of work, very 
likely it might put him in one department or section of the 
plant, rather than another, and therefore tend to identify 
him and as I understand it, what you are after, or permitted 
the Board to ask questions as to, is the man’s general states. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: With reference to employment. It doesn’t 
seem to me that the kind of work he does is required, it 
seems to me it will take only one question to establish that. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I don’t want, I am not try¬ 


ing— 


-o 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Shawe, try it 
again, it is not very material. I will sustain the objection 
as to the form of the question. 

Mr. Broun: I might say one thing more, Mr. E^- 
6930 aminer, that it is quite conceivable that the man, qf 
course, he might be the only one doing that particu¬ 
lar kind of w T ork— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He might be. Go ahead, Mir. 
Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, as I stated before, I am not 
trying to identify the individual, the witness stated he had 
objections to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Shawe: I am not trying to pry into the identity of 
this man. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Remembering what the Examiner 
has just said and remembering what you said about not 
wanting to disclose the identity of this individual, tell us, 
does he have anybody work under hm, if you know. A. Hq 
is not in a bossing capacity in the plant. 

Q. A fellow employee? A. I imagine so, in fact, I know 
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Q. Is he a salaried employee? A. No. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun ? 

Mr. Broun: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Thank you. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we take a brief recess. 

(Whereupon a short recess w T as taken, after which 

6931 the proceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will come to 

6932 order. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Lee. 

Joseph Lee, a witness called by and on behalf of the Re¬ 
spondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and tes¬ 
tified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

(*). (By Mr. Broun) Will you state your full name and 
spell it, please? A. Joseph, J-o-s-e-p-h, Lee, L-e-e. 

Q. Where do you live! ; A. No. 1 Locust Street, Frank¬ 
lin Boro. 

Mr. Shawe: What was that address? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 Locust Street, Franklin Boro. 
Is that correct, Mr. Lee? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know when the strike among 
the employees at the Cambria plant of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company began? A. June, the night of June 11th, 1937. 

Q. Do you know what time that night it started? A. 
Eleven o’clock turn went on just when I noticed the pickets 
was out. 

Q. Were you employed at that time? A. Yes, 

6933 sir. 

Q. By whom were you employed? A. Bethlehem 
Steel Company. 

Q. In the Cambria plant? A. Cambria. 

Q. Here in Johnstown? A. Franklin Boro. 

Q. Franklin Boro? A. Franklin Boro, yes. 

Q. What was your job then, what were you working at ? 
A. Mixing, mixing mud for to lute the coke ovens. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: There is one word in there, wh^t 
did you say, lute, 1-u-t-e? 

The Witness: Well, we takes the doors and push the 
oven, they push the coke oven, they lute the oven, they sqt 
those back in a crack. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that, a chink? 

The Witness: It is luting the crack with mud, that is thle 
way it was. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Around the coke oven, after you pult 
the door back on, you mean? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, what gate of the plant did you use in goini 
to and from work, just prior to June 11th? A. Jurnf 
11th? 

6934 Trial Examiner Bloom: No, just before June 11th 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Before the 10th and the 9th 

A. Main Street gate, Franklin Boro. 

Q. Is that sometimes called the Upper Franklin Gate* 
A. That is the Upper Franklin Gate, I think they call that 
the Mine Gate, but that is the Main Street gate, they have 
two gates in Franklin to get to the Franklin Coke plant, 
one you go up the hill, that is No. 1 Mine gate, you can use 
that gate, that is what they call the Upper gate, but this 
gate is the Main Street gate. 

Q. Where is that gate with reference to—if I may ask a 
slightly leading question, Mr. Examiner—with reference to 
the powder house? A. Just below the power house. 

Q. That is the one you used? A. That’s the one I used. 

Q. Do you remember what turn you worked on Friday, 
June 11th, if you worked at all ? A. Yes, I ■worked, I worked 
the seven to three. 

Q. In the day time? A. In the day time. 

Q. Did you work on the 12th, the next day? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you use the gate that you referred to near 

6935 the power house or not? A. No, sir. 

Q. How did you go to work? A. I -went, I came 
out of my kitchen door and went down the hill under the 
bridge and crossed the railroad, and -went up by there, the 
switch box that sets below the bridge as you come into 
Franklin. 

Q. Now, can you tell us a little bit more exactly w’hat 
that bridge is? A. Well, that is the bridge the traffic come 
across the railroad into Franklin. 
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Q. What railroad? A. The Oonemaugh and Black Lick 
Railroad. 

Q. Do the street cars go across that bridge or not? A. 
The street car, all traffic comes across that bridge, street 
car and vehicles. 

Q. Where is your house ? A. Second at the corner of the 
bridge in the Franklin side, across the bridge. 

Q. Well, now, did you come back out of the plant that 
day? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is June 12th, a Saturday, is that right? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Which way did you go, how did you get out of 

6936 the plant? A. Back out under the bridge up to my 
house from the fence side, this side of the bridge. 

Q. Did you go back to work the next day ? A. 1 went 
back at eleven o'clock on Sunday night. 

Q. How did you go to work? A. Back down under the 
bridge. 

Q. The same way? A. By the switch box, yes, sir. 

Q. And did you come away from work? A. Come away. 

Q. When did you come away from work? A. Monday 
morning about eight o’clock, we came down the track, we 
came down to Woodvale and we crossed the railroad bridge 
where the Conemaugh and Black Lick and the Pennsylvania 
Railroad interchange. 

We come across that bridge into the big lot and come 
across the lot and get the street car into Franklin. 

Q. What street is that street car on? A. That street car 
comes up Woodvale Avenue and we have got the car at 
Third Street and Woodvale. 

Q. Is the lot that you talk about on this avenue, what 
did you call it, Woodvale ? A. Well, the big long coal pile. 

Q. Now, then, you didn’t leave work the same way that 
day that you did before? A. No, sir. 

6937 Q. Well, now, that was Monday, was it? A. Mon¬ 
day morning. 

Q. Monday morning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, did you go back to work for the next turn you 
were scheduled on, if you were scheduled? A. No, sir, I 
didn’t go back. 

Q. Was there anything unusual near your home or near 
the gate? A. Yes, sir, that is why I didn’t go back, I was— 

Mr. Rose: I object to why he didn’t go back to work. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you saw, Mr. Lee. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Just tell us what you saw. A. Well, 

I went out to the store about three, between 3:30 and a 
quarter to four, and I saw a bunch of kids, small boys, 
leave the store, I guess about the third house from the gate 
and they ran way up toward the gate and they held it and 
T stopped and looked to see what they was hollering about 
and I see’d, I noticed a man come through the gate froiji 
work and as he got up to the corner of Locust Street at th|e 
parking lot, about five men from the doorway crossed thfe 
street from their wholesale storehouse, run out and grabbed! 
the man and then a little past way, go between the store¬ 
house and the store, and about 25 men rushed ou : 

6938 from that pathway and they formed a circle around 
this man. 

And they went, they got him around, they got around hin 
and he couldn’t get out of that circle. They knocked him 
down and they beat him, and they let him up and then theyl 
wrote C. 1. 0. on his back and this man looked around 
toward the corner, then he looked back toward the fence, 
around the parking lot, and the watchman of the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel was inside the parking lot and he said, “Jump 
over the fence.” 

This man climbed the fence, got his feet pretty near over. 
The gang down on the ground grabbed him in the side and 
smashed him back and let him fall on the sidewalk. Then 
they beat him again. 

Then one fellow take a book out of his pocket about that 
long, maybe about that wide (witness demonstrating), and 
say, “Sign this.” I don’t know whether the fellow signed 
it or not, but I seen him take the pencil in his hand and 
they brought him then, put him out on the center of the 
street and stick a button on his coat, a green button with 
three letters on it, “C. I- 0.” 

This fellow takes this button olf his coat and the gang 
beat, knocked him down and beat him, beat him terrible. 
Then they brought him across the street to the cor- 

6939 ner and stood him on the corner. One fellow says— 
he says, “States is coming.” 

Another fellow yelled, “To hell with the States.” And, I 
“God-damn the States, we had the opportunity of getting ! 
one, anyway.” They let the fellow go and at that time one 
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of the Franklin policemen, Govekar, came up and 1 said to 
him, I said, “I want to see what sort of cop—” 

Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner, I object to the conversa¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me the answer is entirely respon¬ 
sive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, he goes, he comes up to the man, 
the man standing on the corner and says, “I have been 
heated up/’ He says, “Who hit you?” And the fellow 
couldn’t exactly tell him. He seemed like he said, “One 
of the fellows going up the street.” Anyhow, he says, 
“Come on, show me who hit you,” and they went up toward 
the Municipal Building and that is the last I seen of him. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, now, there are one or two 
things you mentioned that I want to get cleared up, you 
mentioned a store? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where is that store with reference to— A. 

6940 The one I come out of? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, on the corner of Locust and 
Franklin. 

Q. Where is that with reference to the gate? A. That 
is a good little piece from the gate, I guess as far as from 
the gate, maybe out to the corner outside the building here, 
I guess it is a good long way. 

Q. Can you see the gate from the store? A. I can see 
the gate from the store, clearly. 

Q. Now, what is the name of the street that leads up from 
the gate there, if there is one, that leads up from the gate? 
A. Main Street. 

Q. Main Street? A. Yes. 

Q. Is that the street that the man was coming up that 
you saw? A. Coming up Main Street. 

Q. Do you know the name of the man who runs the store? 
A. The lady who runs the store is named Mary Salem. 

Q. Mary Salem? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was that true on June 11th at the time you are talk¬ 
ing about, did she run the store then ? A. Yes, they run the 
store, it has been there for years. 

6941 Q. That was true on the day that you are talking 
about which was Monday, June 14th, as I under¬ 
stand? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Now, you said something about 25 men coming out df 
a pathway? A. A small pathway, between the two build¬ 
ings, the storehouse and the grocery store. 

Q. Were you standing? A. I was standing on the corne|r 
of Mary Salem’s store. 

Q. Could you see those men? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you first see them? A. When I first noticed 
the boys—when I first noticed the men was when the boys 
hollered and run towards the gate. 

Q. Where were the men then? A. They were standing 
over— 

Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: In the alleyway. 

Mr. Rose: I object to the repetition of the whole inci¬ 
dent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead. A. About five or ten of 
them in the doorway and the rest of them was back in the 
little pathway leading between the two stores. 

6942 Q. Could they or could they not be seen by some! 
one at the gate? A. They could not be seen. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. 

The Witness: By any one at the gate. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me it is an en¬ 
tirely proper question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, you say that “C. I. 0.” was 
written on the man’s back? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How could that be, what was it written with? A. 
Chalk. 

Q. Do you know who wrote that on the man’s back? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Well, you saw it, did you not? A. I saw it done, yes, 
sir. 

Q. Well, was it one of the men that you say was there, 
or not? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you tell us about how high this 
fence is you mentioned that the man tried to climb? A. 
Yes, I can remember the height of the fence, it was 

6943 about ten feet. | 
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Q. What kind of a fence was it? A. It is a wire 
fence. 

Q. Wire fence? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, you mentioned a book that one of the men took 
out of their pocket, will you describe as well as you can 
remember it, that book? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, he has already described 
the book, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: is there anything more you can 
tell us about the book that you have no told us, Mr. Lee? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you tell us how long it was and 
how wide it was, you simply described it by using your 
hands, and of course the record does not show that. A. 
Well, the book seemed to me to be about six inches, any¬ 
how long, and in length about three inches wide. 

Q. Is that all you can tell about the book? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, you said that some one yelled, “The States were 
Coming”? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

6944 Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Rose: He has told us what he heard, what he 
means by it, I don’t know what the question means, he has 
told us what he heard some one say. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, you mentioned a man who you 
said was a Franklin Boro policeman, can you tell us that 
name again? A. Govekar. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : How do you pronounce that, say 
it real slow? 

The Witness: Govekar. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Govekar? 

The Witness: Yes, sir.j 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know how to spell that? A. 
I couldn’t spell it. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I suggest a spelling, or 
not? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you know, go ahead, tell us 
whether you know or you are guessing. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I have made inquiry and have a name 
which I think is probably the one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: But I really don’t know. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, if you have made a re 
sonable inquiry— 

6945 Mr. Broun: If it is consented to I will be glad to 
suggest the name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: G-o-v-e-k-a-r. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you hear what I spelled? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Might that be it, do you think? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, you told us that Monday morning you came bae 
to work in the street car? A. Yes. , 

Q. And instead, the way I understand it, that is, that is 
the way that you would go to work? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, did you see anything out of the ordinary hap¬ 
pening at the bridge? A. No, sir. 

Q. That you crossed over? A. Not Monday morning 
when I come from work. 

Q. Did you see anything out of the way happen there at 
any time? A. I seen lots of rocks dropped over from the 
bridge. 

Q. Where did you see the rocks go? A. Go down on thq 
track and then some fellows down about the scale house, 
about the distance of from here to the door, they 

6946 would throw rocks at him when he would come to the 
scale house. 

Q. Which side of the bridge is the scale house, is it toward 
Johnstown or up the other way? A. The scale house sets, 
it seem to me like it is in above the center of the bridge, just 
the center of the bridge. 

Q. Well, now, as you come from Woodvale across the 
bridge, is the scale house on the right side or the left side 
of you? A. Coming up from Woodvale? 

Q. Yes. A. It is on the right side. 

Q. You say that these rocks went toward the scale house ? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see how far they got? A. Well, I guess they 
went about 20 or 25 feet from the bridge. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike out the guess, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, about how far away were you 
from the man that you say was beaten up? A. About six— 
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Q. At the time that that was happening? A. 

6947 About six foot. 

Q. Do you remember the color of this book you 
say the men took out of their pockets that you have de¬ 
scribed ? A. A dark green book, maybe something else was 
on the back of it, that is just the back of it, exclusive of 
that— 

Mr. Broun: Will you repeat the answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, did you say something about a 
button? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see the button? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you describe it? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, he has already described it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He told us about it once. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I wasn’t sure that he had, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have got a very clear picture 
of it. 

Mr. Broun: Very well, I withdraw the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is very accurate in the 
record. 

6948 Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long have you been employed in 
the Cambria plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. I 
started to work in 1919, the 17th of December. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like Mr. Rose to make 
his question a little more specific, because I don’t believe 
that the witness understands, therefore I don’t believe it 
is quite a fair question. 

Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner, I don’t know what else I 
could say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Have you worked in any other depart¬ 
ments of the plant? A. I first went to work in the plant, 
I went to work in the blast furnace, 1919, at the Midvale 
Ordnance Company, that is the company that had charge 
of the plant when T went there in 1919. 
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Q. How do you know that? A. Well, when I was signed 
up in the employment office, that was what the company was, 
you sign for the Midvale Ordnance Company, I don’t know, 
the Midvale Company— 

Mr. Broun: Might I suggest— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We have that name, jwe 

6949 have had that name in the record before. 

Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

I understand, Mr. Lee, you say you worked for the com¬ 
pany, you knew’ it as the Midvale Company, is that righjt? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. | 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is just the misleading part of th^t, 
that isn’t what he said. Take the first answer that he gave 
and read it. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom : It is the Midvale Ordnance Com¬ 
pany. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know’ when you started wor 
for the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. I couldn’t tell voii, 
I don’t, know’ exactly when the Bethlehem Steel took th^ 
plant over, I think it was between 1921 and ’22. When \ 
read that, the Bethlehem head was coming to take this planjt 
over, that is as near as I can get at that. 

Q. On what date did you say you saw this beating 

6950 of the man take place:’ A. 14th day of June, 1937 

Q. Do you recall at w’hat time of the day it was: 
A. It was between three, I mean 3:30 or four o’clock, asj 
near as I can get at it. 

Q. In the afternoon or in the morning? A. The after 
noon. 

Q. What other departments in the plant have you worked 
in? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: If any. Have you worked in 
any other departments in the plant, Mr. Lee? 

The Witness: More than the coke plant? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: The blast furnace, and I worked for three 
months in the open hearth department, floating labor, you 
call it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long have you worked in the job 
that you have described as mixing mud ? A. I have been on 
that job three years. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Lee, if I may interrupt— 
Mr. Rose, I think you used an expression “luting,” before 
you said you put mud on these cracks? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that a common expres- 
6951 sion that these men use in referring to the process 
that you do, the work that you do, luting? 

The Witness: I mix the mud up for the men to lute the 
doors, that is what they use the mud for. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They take the mud that you have 
mixed up, put it in the cracks around the furnace doors, is 
that the idea? 

The Witness: Yes, the coke oven doors. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you ever hear of the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees Representation at the Cambria plant? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question and 
any questions along that line, on the ground that the Board 
has closed its case, it is beyond the scope of the direct ex¬ 
amination and the Board should therefore be precluded 
from making this witness its own. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Broun: May it be understood that I have a general 
objection to the questions along this line? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : It may. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 
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6952 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall when you first 
heard about it? A. Let’s see, I first heard about it, 

I think, in 1920, 1920, that is the first I heard of it. 

Q. How did you happen to hear about it, do you recall? 
A. One day a workman, he come around among the mpn- 
and said, “We are going to vote for our representative,!to 
represent the employees,” and he instruct me how to vqte. 

I didn’t know anything about it before, I had not belen 
employed over six, I believe about four months at tqat 
time when I heard of it and I didn’t know anything abojut 
it, that is the first I heard of it. 

Q. Excuse me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you finish your answer? 
The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did that occur during your working 
hours? A. Yes, sir, when I was working. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question, it 
seems to me perfectly immaterial as to what occurred dur¬ 
ing the man’s working hours in 1920, in so far as the issues 
in this case are concerned under— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the man wasn’t evdn 
working for the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

6953 Mr. Broun: I move to strike it. 

Mr. Rose: We are entitled to know what this man 
knows about this plan, when we asked him if he knew he 
said he knew, so why— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is stricken. 

6954 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Have you voted under the plan 
of Employee Representation? A. Yes. 

Q. When was the last time you voted, do you recall? A. 
It was some time in March, 1937,1 can’t even remember thp 
date, right now. 

Q. Where did you vote? A. I voted in the machine shop 
at the Coke plant department. 

Q. Where was the booth, do you recall? A. The bootfy 
was in the center. 

Q. If you voted in the booth? A. In the booth, in th 
center of the floor, in the machine shop department. 

Q. Do you know the name of your representative, if yon 
have one? A. Yes, sir; Lawrence Wright. 

Q. Who did you vote for? A. Well, I don’t,— is it all 
right for me to tell who I voted for? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think the nature of that is 
immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did any one ask you to come 

6955 here and testify? A. Well, I was asked by the Beth¬ 
lehem lawyers. 

Q. When was that, do you recall? A. Yesterday. 

Q. Beg your pardon? A. Yesterday, yesterday. 

Q. Where did you see the Bethlehem lawyers? A. In 
the General Office Building. 

Q. Did any one tell you to go to see the Bethlehem 
lawyers? A. No, sir, any one, I w’as introduced to the 
Bethlehem lawyers by Mr. Salem of Franklin Boro. 

Q. Who is Mr. Salem? A. Burgess of Franklin Boro, 
burgess of Franklin Boro. 

Q. Did you go to the Bethlehem office with Mr. Salem? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, where did you meet Mr. Salem ? A. I met him 
in Franklin. 

Q. When w’as that? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that that 
question is so indefinite, it will not elicit an intelligible an¬ 
swer. Does Mr. Rose mean when did he first come to know* 
Mr. Salem or something else? 

Mr. Rose: I think the question is perfectly clear, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter read the last question as above set 

6956 forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Moreover, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me the 
question is entirely immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I meets Mr. Salem any time in Franklin, 
most every hour, if I ain’t doing anything, he is up and 
dowm the streets there. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did Mr. Salem tell you to go to the 
offices of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Well,— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that that 
question is a little too leading on a matter that— 

Mr. Rose: Well, now’, this is cross-examination, I am 
entitled to a certain amount of leew'av on cross-examination, 
Mr. Examiner. 
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Mr. Broun: Did he tell him to go, it sounds as though 
he ordered him to go. 

Mr. Rose: Respondents asked the very same questions 
of witnesses like Schaffer in Allentown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Mr. Salem told me there would be some 
one at my house at 1:30 who wants to see me at the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel office and he will stop for me, and the fellow 
stopped for me and I got in his car and come down to the 
Bethlehem Steel office. 

6957 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who was the fellow, do ^ou 
know? A. I don’t lmow the fellow’s name. 

Q. When did you say that occurred? A. When he fold 
me this ? 

Q. Yes. A. Twelve o’clock, Sunday. 

Q. Last Sunday? A. Last Sunday. 

Q. Have you spoken to Mr. Salem since then? A. jjs T o, 
sir, I haven’t. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like to again renlew 
my objection to this line of testimony on the ground—I 1 
will withdraw the objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When was—I withdraw it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending, Mr 
Rose. 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t hear the answer to the last question. 
The Witness: No, sir, I haven’t seen him since. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Had you seen Mr. Salem prior to last 
Sunday ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, now, I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has answered that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When for the first time, if y<|)u 

6958 recall, and if you (lid, did you tell Mr. Salem whjat 
you have related here this morning? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question is impossible 
of an intelligent answer. 

6959 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you understand the questioij? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When Mr. Salem— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 
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The Witness: Mr. Salem didn’t tell me anything, just 
only told me some fellow would be by for me and want to 
see me and take me down to the general offices. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: I move to strike that answer because it is 
not responsive. The question was whether or not Mr. Salem 
and he had talked about what he said here this morning, he 
hasn’t said anything here this morning before this morn¬ 
ing, obviously the question can’t possibly be answered, and 
furthermore, I would like to object to this entire line of 
questioning, there is no great mystery about the thing, why 
should we clutter up the record by a lot of details of that 
sort. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may I ask Respondents 
counsel why they wanted to clutter up the record in going 
into how much time Mr. Schaffer spent when he came up to 
my hotel in Allentown, long he stayed up there and 
what he told me ? 

Mr. Moore: Because he or somebody else produced a 
paper from his pocket which had been dictated by 
6960 counsel for the Board and handed to him. 

Mr. Shawe: I resent those remarks, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, leave the stand. 
(To the witness.) 

Mr. Moore, take the stand. 

Mr. Shawe: T object strongly to that remark. Produce 
the paper. That is a deliberate lie. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe, please. Mr. Moore, 
either you withdraw that statement or you will have to take 
the stand and make it under oath. 

Mr. Moore: I will withdraw the statement, only— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Moore: Only if it is not, I do not remember— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is enough. 

Mr. Moore: I do not remember who the witness was, I 
said that witness or some other witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you want to make statements 
of that kind about counsel in this proceeding, if any counsel 
want to make statements of that kind, they are going to 
make them under oath or they are not going to make them. 
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Mr. Moore: All right. You may strike it from the rec¬ 
ord, if you want to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you care to take the stand, as 
I say, you may so testify. Proceed, Mr. Rose. 

6961 Mr. Rose: May I have the last question, please ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I understood you ruled 

on my last question. 

Trial Exambiner Bloom: Well, I think he already an¬ 
swered. 

Mr. Broun: Yes, he had, but then I entered a general (ob¬ 
jection to the further— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The general objection may be 
noted. 

Mr. Rose: May I have the last question? 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you ever tell Mr. Salem that 
you had seen a man beaten up during the strike? A. Jfo, 
sir. 

Q. To whom did you tell that for the first time, do you re¬ 
call? A. I told one of the Bethlehem counsel, I don’t know 
which one I told first, I have seen several of them. 

Q. Was that the first time you told the story? A. That is 
the first time I told it to the Bethlehem counsel, of course 
we have talked to several peoples in Franklin, several, 
among ourselves. 

Q. Beg your pardon? A. We have talked among our¬ 
selves about it, but that is the first time I was ques- 

6962 tioned about it, first time I have been questioned 
about it. 

Q. Do you know how long Mr. Salem has been bur¬ 
gess of Franklin Boro? A. January 3rd, he has taken over 
the office, in 1938. 

Q. Are you working at the present time? A. Yes, sir, I 
am working. 

Q. When was the last time you worked? A. Last Thurs¬ 
day morning. 

Q. "When you were talking to the Bethlehem lawyers, was 
any mention made of the 1 ‘ Plan of Employee Representa¬ 
tion”? A. He asked me did I ever voted. 

Q. Beg your pardon? A. He asked me did I ever voted 
for the representatives. I 
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Q. Anything else said? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that the ques¬ 
tion along that line is quite immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) About how often are you working at 
the present time, how many days a week? A. Three. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

6963 Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further? 

Recross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What days during the week did you 
work last week? A. Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday. 

Q. Prior to last week, did you have more than three days’ 
work? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, “how long 
prior,” the question is unintelligible, it is immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long has it been since you have 
had, about three days works? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the question 
is entirely unclear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: : For how many weeks have you 
been working approximately three days a week, or three 
days a week, Mr. Lee,—leave off the “approximately”? 

The Witness: Usually the best I can get at it is about 
between eight and twelve weeks. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Thank you, Mr. 

Lee. 

6964 Call your next witness. 

(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Bulich. 

Mike Bulich a witness called by and on behalf of the Re¬ 
spondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and testi¬ 
fied as follows: 
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Direct Examination | 

i 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What is your first name, your co|r- 
rect name, Mr. Bulich? A. Mike. 

Q. Well, that is what you are generally called, but is th^t 
your full name? A. Yes. 

Q. And, your last name you spell how? A. B-u-l-i-c-h. 

Q. How do you pronounce it? A. Bulich. 

Q. Bulich? Where do you reside, Mr. Bulich? A. Do you 
mean where I live? 

Q. Yes. A. Franklin Boro. 

Q. And what street? A. Main Street. 

Q. And, will you tell us the number ? A. 214 Mail/ 

6965 Mr. Shawe: Main Street? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 214 Main Street, Franklbji 

Boro. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, will you tell us about where 
that is with reference to some other well-known buildingt 
A. You mean where I live? 

Q. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: I live right across from the auditorium. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) And, you mean by the auditorium, 
the school building in ■which the auditorium is located where 
we had hearings— A. Yes. 

Q. —in this case last September, is that correct? A. Yes, 
right across from it. 

Q. Are you employed at the present time? A. (Witness 
nods head.) 

Q. Just answer— A. Yes. 

Q. —so that the reporter can get it. By whom are you 
employed? Name of the company? A. Bethlehem 

6966 Steel/ 

Q. Bethlehem Steel Company? And where are you 
employed? A. You mean in the mill, what department? 

Q. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Blast furnace department. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In the blast furnace department? 
Here in Johnstown or in Franklin? A. Well, Franklin, up 
at the upper works. 
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Q. How long have you been employed by the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. About thirteen or fourteen years. 

Q. Have you worked in any other department— A. No | 
sir. j 

Q. —during that time ? A. All in one. ; 

Q. Were you working for Bethlehem Steel Company in ; 
the blast furnace department in June, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember the date on which the strike among i 
the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company began? A. 
Well, I am not sure, but I think it was on June 11th. 

Q. This last June lltli, 1937? A. Yes. , 

Q. And, do you remember the hour at which it 

6967 began, at what turn? A. Yes, right after eleven , 
o 'clock. 

Q. Do you know what day of the week that was? A. 
Frida v. , 

Q. Had you worked on Thursday, June 10th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was your shift, what were your hours? A. Three 
to eleven. 

Q. Three to eleven? Did you work on Friday also? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. What time did you leave the plant Friday evening? 

A. I punched out about five, five minutes after eleven. 

Q. Did you go home that night? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did you go home, through what gate did you go? 

A. Franklin gate. 

Q. Is that what is known as the upper Franklin gate? A. 
Yes sir. 

Q. The gate is where, with reference to any street that 
you know.’ A. I guess, Main Street, the upper Franklin 
gate. 

Q. Leaving Johnstown, if you leave Johnstown now and 
go up to your home, what is the street that you would go 
over after you had passed the bridge and just before 

6968 you come to Main Street? A. Oh, I guess that is 
Locust Street there. 

Q. Does Locust Street cross Main Street? A. I guess it 
goes up over the hill, I am not sure. 

Q. There is a street, however, that does go up over the 
hill? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have any difficulty in getting out of the plant 
at, the night of June 11th? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question. 
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Q. (By Air. Moore) At eleven o’clock? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 



Q. (By Air. Aloore) Did you meet or see any one as you 
went out of the gate to go home at night? A. Yes. 

Q. Tell us what you saw? A. You mean Friday night? j 
Q. Friday night, yes. A. Well, when I come out ther<j, 
there was a gang there standing, hollering. 

Q. Did any one say anything to you? A. No, not then. 
Q. Was there any policeman there, do you know, any— 
A. Not that I saw. 

6969 Q. Now, coming down to Saturday morning, die 
you go to work that day, that is Saturday, June 12th ■' 

A. In the afternoon, yes. 

Q. What time did you leave your home to go to work 
that day? A. You mean on Saturday? 

Q. Saturday. A. Oh, I guess it was about 12:30 when 1 
left the house. 

Q. And, where did you go after leaving the house ? A. T 
come down Alain Street. 

Q. And, go ahead and tell me where you went? A. Oh, 
I was going to work. 

Q. Well, thinking of yourself as you left the house, just 
tell us what you did? A. Well, I come down the street, come 
in front of the fire hall there, and I don’t have to mention 
anybody’s names, do I? 

Q. Well,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it all depends on what 
you say, I don’t know— 

Q. (By Air. Aloore) It is of no importance, I am only 
asking you what you did, that is all. A. Well, I come as far 
as the fire hall there and a cop called me over, he called me 
on the side and he asked me about a friend of mine 

6970 if he is working. I said, ‘ ‘ Sure, he is working. ” 

Well, then he asked me, he says, “Are you going to 

work?” 

I said, “Yes, I am going to work, too.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the officer’s name? 
The Witness: I don’t like— 

Q. (By Air. Aloore) Do you remember the officer’s 
name? A. I don’t like to— do 1 have to tell it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you don’t have to tell, 
but I will have to strike the testimony. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember the officer’s name? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He says he don’t want to tell, 
Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I asked him, “Do you remember the 
officer’s name”? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike all the testimony with 
reference to this officer, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: I haven’t asked him his name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will simply strike the 
testimony. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What was the officer’s name, if you 
know ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom I understand that the witness 
doesn’t care to give the name. 

6971 Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t know, he is a police 
officer in the Boro of Franklin, if he has serious 

objections to giving his name, he needn’t do it, of course. 
I don’t know of any reason why he shouldn’t give his name, 
I can see a reason why he shouldn’t give the name, perhaps, 
of fellow employees, but I don’t see any reason why he 
shouldn’t give the name of the officer, but that is for him 
to decide. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he is your witness, of 
course, it is entirely up to you. 

The Witness: Well, his name is John Strenk. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) John Strenk? A. John Strenk, 
Chief of Police of Franklin Boro. 

The Reporter: How do you spell his name? 

The Witness: J-o-h-n S-t-r-e-n-k. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) John S-t-r-e-n-k, as I understand 
the spelling? 

Now, you referred to a friend of yours that he asked 
you about, will you give me the name of that friend ? 

A. Do I have to give the name? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I won’t compel this wit¬ 
ness to disclose the names of these people if he feels, if he 
lias reasons for— 

Mr. Moore: Well, he referred to a friend, 1 don’t again, 
he needn’t do it unless he wants to. 

6972 Trial Examiner Bloom: Why don’t you want to 
disclose the names, Mr. Bulich? 
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The Witness: Oh, I don’t like to tell everybody’s name, 
if you want, I am willing to tell. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He says he is willing to tell 
you want him to, Mr. Moore. It is up to you. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What was his name? A. Joe GaU.- 
gaza. 

Q. Will you spell the last name for us? A. That is \\ 
pretty hard one to spell. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, pronounce it slowly, Gala 
—what? 

The Witness: Galagaza. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Galagaza? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Galagaza, is it G-a-l-a-g-a-z-a? A. 
There is a “z” in there somewhere. 

Q. Well, now, do you remember about what time you ar¬ 
rived at the gate through which you went to work that day, 
that Saturday? A. Well, I left the house about 12:30 and 
I come down there and I walked down, I guess it was about 
one o’clock w’hen I hit the gate. 

Q. Well, now, tell us what you saw at the gate that 

6973 day, as you went in, if you saw anything? A. Well, 
on the corner of Locust, that is Locust and Main, 

there, I stopped there, waiting for a couple of automobiles 
to go by, there was a gang of them stood back of me, 
started mouthing off, calling me names, so I waited until 
the automobiles got by, then I went across. 

Q. Went across and down through— A. Yes, down to the 
gate and then there was a gang, well, there was a gang 
standing on the side there, was hollering stuff and I kept 
on going. 

Q. Can you tell us what they hollered at you, do you re¬ 
member anything they said? A. Well, they called me a 
“Scab”, cursed me, called me all kinds of names. 

Q. Did they call— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me. 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me. 

6974 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Were you the only one who 
was called names by them at that time? A. I was 

the only one going down the gate at that time. 
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Q. In calling you names, was reference made to any other 
person? A. Not that I heard. 

Q. Well, do you remember any other names that were 
called, if you don’t want to speak them out loud, we will 
have you make the statement so that the audience won’t 
hear it, if the Examiner will permit. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

The Witness: They called me “all kinds of a son of a 
bitch and a mother fucker,” while I was going out of the 
gates. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That was Saturday which you were 
referring to? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you work that day? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What time did you go home that night, if you went 
home at all? A. Saturday? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, it was about five or six after eleven 
when I punched out, when we came up on the upper 

6975 end we got in the automobile and came out in the 
automobile. 

Q. And through which gate did you come ? A. Franklin 
Gate. 

Q. Did you go directly home? A. No, we didn’t go di¬ 
rectly home. 

Q. Do you remember the name of the man who was driv¬ 
ing the automobile into which you got ? A. Yes, he worked 
right with us. 

Q. What was his name? A. Teddy. 

Q. Teddy was his first name? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember what his last name was? A. I 
couldn't tell you, it is a funny name, no, I can’t pronounce 
it. 

Q. What does it sound like ? A. I couldn’t just pronounce 
that last name. 

Q. Was there any one else with you beside the driver of 
the car? A. Me, my friend and my brother. 

Q. When you refer to your friend, is that the friend 
whose name you have previously given us, Joe Galagaza? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And your brother? A. Yes, sir. 

6976 Q. Well, now, as you came out through the gate, 
where did you go ? A. Well, we come out right at the 
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gate, we stopped there with a car and he made a right hand 
turn up over the hill. 

Q. Do you know the name of that street that goes right 
up there? A. I couldn’t tell you the name of them streets 
up there. 

Q. It is the one that is right next to the gate ? A. Y^s, 
right next, along the mill there, the gate down there. 

Q. It is the one, the street that is right next to the fence 
as you come out the gate, you turn to the right. A. Yes. 

Q. Go ahead and tell us just what happened. A. We went 
up there, we went up, I believe, Spring Alley, or Spruce 
Street, I am not sure, it is one of them, and there was a 
car in back following us and we went down, down towaijd 
the Friends Home and we made a circle about two timers 
around the block there, around the alleys, and this car 
kept on following us. 

We kept going around a couple of times and then they 
left. Then my friend, he got out, and went home, 
(>977 and the guy took me and my brother home then. 

Q. You mean by “the guy” the driver of the car? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you say that the driver of the car worked in thp 
same department that you worked in ? A. Yes. 

Q. In what department did Joe Galagaza work? A. The 
same department, we all worked together, the same place, 
the ore vard, that is the blast furnace. 

Q. Did you work on Sunday, June 13th? A. Yes, sir, ] 
worked on a Sunday. 

Q. What time did you go to work that day? A. Thai 
was about one o’clock. 

Q. On your way to work, did you stop anywhere? A. 
They stopped me at the fire hall. 

Q. Now, who stopped you at the fire hall? A. A gang of 
fellows there. 

Q. Will you tell us how large the gang was that stopped 
you? A. Oh, I guess it was, oh, there was a whole mob 
there, I couldn’t just tell you how many there was there, 
but there was a good gang there, a great crowd there. 

Q. What did they do, how did they stop you? A. Well, 
one guy stopped me and said, “Where are you going?” 
And I told him I was going to work. He told me, 
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6978 he says, “Why don’t you come out?” I says, “I 
didn’t have no reason to come out.” 

Q. Go ahead and tell us. A. So the one guy, he was 
standing there and he said, well, he says, “If you don’t 
watch yourself,” he says, “you are going to get a pick 
handle tonight.” 

Q. What did you say? A. I told him, “Well, if it was 
a x>ick handle, there would have to be more than one give 
me a pick handle.” 

Q. Now, where was that that this crowd stopped you ? A. 
Right in front to the Fire Hall up there. 

Q. That is in Franklin Boro? A. Yes. 

Q. On Main Street? A. Main Street, yes sir. 

Q. When you say the corner, what is the street that is 
nearest to the Fire Hall, or the Municipal Building? A. 
Well, I guess that would be, that would be, well, there is 
Bridge Street there, Bridge Street and Green Street, I 
guess, that is where that Oonemaugh Bridge is. 

Q. Do you mean by that, that that is the street that goes, 
leads to, the bridge, the Conemaugh Bridge, which goes 
over into Conemaugh? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you repeat that 

6979 question and answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I understood the answer to be “the Cone¬ 
maugh, yes.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) After that, what did you do, that 
is, after this statement had been made to you about pick 
handle? A. Well, after they told me that, I told them 
there would have to be more than one to get me that night, 
so I kept on walking down, they kept on hollering. I got 
down in the mill and then over to "work. 

Q. Was there a crowd there at that time? A. Yes, there 
was a crowd. 

Q. And a crowd in the street on the way down, on the 
way down Main Street to the gate? 
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Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of that question, Mr. 
Examiner, it is a leading question. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am trying to locate the crowd, 
merely, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us where j^ou 

6980 saw it? A. Well, I saw them when I got there at 
the corner of Main and Locust, the gang standing 

there hollering. I went down toward Main Street, there 
was a few on that side. 

Q. Well, was the crowd from Locust Street going toward 
the gate? A. There was a few standing there, there wasn’t 
what you would call— 

Q. That was about what time of the day? A. That was 
about one o’clock. 

Q. That is in the afternoon? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After you went into the plant that day, did you go to 
work? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you worked until what hour? A. The same a^ I 
always did, until eleven o’clock. 

Q. Until eleven o’clock? A. Yes. 

Q. Then, will you tell us what you did and where you 
went? A. Well, from there, why, I punched out and I went 
down to the Woodvale, I went down at the coal pile— 

Q. All right, go ahead, what did you do? A. And a fal¬ 
low from the country, he had a car down there, he 

6981 was working that night, he brought me down, or we 
walked down the track and come down to the coil 

pile. He got me in the car and we come down here in tow^i, 
down through Prospect, up at that cemetery up there, Hea¬ 
drick’s Cemetery down into Conemaugh and then he fetched 
me home. 

Q. Can you give me any idea of about how far it is from 
the place where you worked, down through to the coql 
pile? 

6982 Mr. Shawe: 1 object to that, Mr. Examiner, as en¬ 
tirely immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Oh, I just couldn’t tell you how far, I guess 
from about five or six, about a five or six minute walk. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Can you give me any idea in minute^ 
how long it would take you to walk from the upper Frank} 
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lin gate to your home? A. Oh, about, oh, if I don’t monkey 
around, I can get there in about three or four minutes, it 
ain’t far. 

Q. Through what plant did you have to pass, if you had 
to pass through any plant, in order to get from the place 
where you worked that day down to the coal pile? A. Do 
you mean who I had to pass up? 

Q- Well, put yourself at the place where you were when 
you quit work. A. Yes. 

Q. Through what plant did you have to go? A. Oh, I 
come down through the Oonemaugh, Black Lick, down the 
railroad track. I didn’t have to go through no plant. I 
just come right down through. 

Q. Well, by what plant did you pass as you went down 
the railroad track? A. Well, the Oonemaugh, Black— 
right at the bridge there, that is where—there was 

6983 no plant, there is no plant there as far as I know. 

Q. Well, didn’t you start from a plant? A. Yes. 

Q* Where did you go as you left the plant? 

Mr. Shawc: Mr. Examiner, he has answered the ques¬ 
tion. He has told us where he went. 

Mr. Moore: It isn’t clear, that is all, Mr. Examiner, 1 
am trying to make— 

The Witness: I came down around the railroad track. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You went from the plant down on to 
the railroad track? A. Yes, down on the bridge, across 
the bridge, over to the coal pile. 

Q. What bridge was it that you went down to? A. I 
guess it is the Oonemaugh & Black Lick. 

Q- Well, now, there are a number of bridges as you go 
from here up to where you live and I want to know if you 
can tell us what bridge it was that you went to. A. Right 
at the ballgrounds, that bridge right at Woodvale, the ball- 
ground right over in there. 

Q. Where is the ballground with reference to the coal 
pile lot, is it the same lot, or is it different ? A. No, I guess 
it. is a different lot, the coal pile was down there and the 
ballground is up above, I guess. 

6984 Q. You mean by that that the ballground is nearer 
Franklin than the coal pile is? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, can you give me any idea as to the distance 
which you traveled after you got down to the coal pile lot 
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on your way home, that is what the distance is from tl^ere 
to your home as you went that night. A. Oh, I couldn’t 
tell you. We come down here through town and up i^ito 
Prospect, up around the cemetery, down into Conemaugh 
and then home. I couldn’t tell vou how far. 

Q. Did you work Monday, June—A. No, sir. 

Q. —14th? A. No, sir. 

Q. Where were you on that day? 

Mr. Shawe: Objection, Mr. Examiner, it is immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Me may answer. 

The Witness: That was supposed to be my regular day 
off, I was off every Monday. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What did you do that day ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object, Mr. Examiner. It is entirely ilm- 
material what this witness did that day, he might have 
done dozens of things. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, I went away. 

6985 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Where did you go? A. I went 
down to Union Town to my cousin’s. 

Q. How long did you stay down at Union Town? A. I 
stayed there ’till evening. 

Q. What time did you leave there? A. Oh, I just couldn’t 
tell you. 

Q. Well, about? A. Around six, I guess, in the evening. 
Six, seven, something like that, I just couldn’t tell you. 

Q. Some time in that evening? A. Yes. 

Q. Where did you go when you left there? A. I went into 
Greensburg. 

Q. And from Greensburg where did you go? A. To Van 
Buren’s Town then. 

Q. How did you come back? A. On the train. 

Q. You came to Johnstowm? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What station did you enter when you got to Johns¬ 
town? A. Down here at the P.R. 

Q. Down at the P.R., you mean by that the Pennsylvania 
Railroad? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then, what did you do? A. Well, I come uji 

6986 town. 

Q. Now, you got off at the station? A. Yes. 

Q. Tell us just exactly what you did. A. I got off at the 
depot, come up town, stopped up here and had something 
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to eat. Then I got on the bus to come up to Franklin, up 
there, there was friends, some friends up there. 

Q. Now, when you got up there, where do you mean, 
where did you get off the bus ? A. Right at the corner at 
bridge, I guess it is Bridge Street and Main Street up 
there. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, do we have to have the rec¬ 
ord cluttered up with all these minor details? It has no 
connection with anything. The witness described his whole 
day’s activities, it has no connection with anything what¬ 
soever. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, the objection to my mind is 
perfectly absurd. I am trying to have this witness tell 
what his story is and I can’t have him do it bv starting in 
the middle or at the other end. I must develop it as I go 
along. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You got off of the bus at what 
6987 place ? A. Right— 

Q. On Main Street and what place with reference 
to any building? A. Well, there was, you mean what build¬ 
ing was there? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, that’s right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Yes. A. Well, that Salem Building 
here that is on the corner there, the beer parlor there, that 
is on the left hand side when you were going up, but I got 
off on the right hand side. 

Q. How far was it from your home, about? A. Oh, T 
guess about three or four blocks, I guess. 

Q. Your home being farther up Main Street ? A. Right 
across from the auditorium up there. 

Q. So that you got off the bus at the corner of the street 
before you got to the auditorium, is that right? A. Yes, 
sir. Right at that red light there. 

Mr. Moore: Would you repeat that, please? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What do you mean by “that red 
light”? A. The stop light. 

Q. Stop light? A. Yes. 
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That is the traffic light? A. Yes, the traffic light, 

6988 yes. 

Q. Now, will you go ahead and tell us what you 
did, what was done? A. Well, I got off there and theire 
was a few friends over there and I went over to talk (to 
them. I went across, I was on the right and I went ov^r 
across the street on the left, and there was a gang ov^r 
there on that side, down below, right across from the City 
Hall there and they saw me and they come over there aijd 
one guy busted my lip. 

Q. Well, now, just tell in as much detail as you can, just 
what happened after you got over there, describe the whoje 
thing. A. Well, I was standing there talking to friend!*, 
this gang come over there, they come over there and one 
grabbed me and one hit me in the lip and busted my lip. I 

Well, they all grabbed me then and they dragged mle 
from there down past the fire hall, throwed me down ove|r 
the bank, took me down there on the Conemaugh, Black 
Lick tracks, down there, and started to kickin’ and beatin’ 
me up and all, down there. 

6989 Go ahead and tell us what they did. A. Down here 
the whole gang of them, one was holding my feet, 

one holding one hand and one the other hand. They was 
kicking me. I couldn’t do anything. A car came down and 
I heard a fellow say they were going to pick me up anc 
throw me in the river. Then they left me lay there. 

Q. Where did they kick you? A. Oh, they kicked me in 
the ribs and in the eye, my forehead, all over, every place 
they could kick, they just kicked. 

Q. Then where did they go, if you know? A. Well, they 
left me lay there and I guess they beat it. 

Q. What did you do? A. I got up there, I was knocked,! 
you know, a little bit and I could not see, hardly, and 
finally I got up and I come up the street, come up Main 
Street and I went up to see the janitor if he would give me 
a drink of water. 

He turned me back, he says, “Go on, you God-damn 
scab,” he says, “we don’t give you guys any water,” so I 
walked down there and started down Main Street, down at 
the gate down there. I thought maybe I would get some 
water down there. 
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Q. Now, just a moment, you referred to a janitor? 

6990 A. Yes. 

Q. Where was he? A. He was standing in the 
doorway when I was trying get up there. 

Q. In the doorway of what building? A. At that Fire 
Hall there. 

Q. Now, had your clothes been damaged in any way? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you describe what was done? A. Well, they had 
my pants down here all tore and dragging me, they had my 
coat as like burnt, you know, my vest was all bloody, my 
knee here all skinned up from dragging me. 

Q. All right, then, when you could not get the water from 
the janitor, what did you do? A. I walked down the street, 
I thought I’d get down at the gate, I thought maybe they 
would give me a drink of water. 

Q. What gate? A. The Franklin Gate, the upper gate. 

Q. Yes. A. Well, I went down there and there was about 
thirty or 40 feet away from the gate, there was a gang of 
fellows standing there, they asked me where I was going. 
I told them I was going down to get some first aid or 

6991 get a little water. They said, “Go on, you God-damn 
scab, get the hell back before you get more.” 

So I turned back and I come up the street and I met this 
fellow from Pittsburgh, a friend of mine, and he took me 
down to the hospital, down to the Lee Hospital. 

Q. What was the name of the friend that took you to the 
hospital? A. I don’t like to tell the names. 

Q. Well, is there any real objection to it, he simply took 
you to the hospital, didn’t he? A. Well, he was a good 
friend—George Muslin. 

Q. M-u-s-l-i-n? A. Yes, he is a good friend of mine, he 
took me to the hospital. 

Q. George Muslin? A. Yes. 

Q. You say he took you to the hospital. A. In his auto¬ 
mobile. 

Q. What hospital did he take you to? A. To Lee Hos¬ 
pital. 

Q. Where is that ? A. Down here on Main Street. 

Q. In Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, what happened there, what was done, go 

6992 ahead and tell us. A. Well, I come in there, well, the 
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doctor got ready and he sewed my lip up, he put 
about three or four stitches, he cleaned my eye out, a 
then fixed my knee up. They kicked the knee off there, 
he bandaged me up and told me to go home and get ice ba^s, 
keep ice bags on my face. 

Q. Well, then, what did you do? A. Well, he took me 
straight home. 

Q. You mean “he,” vou mean your friend, Muslin? 

Yes. 

Q. That was on what day? A. Well, that was, that w^s 
Tuesday morning, that was after midnight. 

Q. After midnight? A. Yes. 

Q. About what time was it when you got home, do you 
remember? A. It must have been about 3:30 in the morn¬ 
ing, I guess after I come from the hospital. 

Q. Well, now, you say that your knee was badly injurec ? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Is that injury shown in any respect now? A. Yes, it 
shows in tw’o places. 

6993 Q. Would you mind showing us so the Examiner 
can see what the situation is? A. Yes, there ainjt 

a very big scar. 

(The witness exhibited his right knee to the Examiner 
and all counsel.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may show the wit¬ 
ness has indicated tw’o bruises on his right knee. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know whether, 1 am not medical man 
enough to know whether bruise is the right word. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Discoloration, let’s call it, 1 
don’t know if it is a bruise or not. 

Mr. Moore: After six months, or seven months, it mav 
have been more than a bruise. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are we agreed that the skin is 
discolored? 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If any one else has a better 
suggestion, go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: I think it might show that there is a large 
black and blue, black spot, where the skin is discolored 
yet. 

6994 Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, there 
is no large black spot. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me see it again. 

The Witness: Here (exhibiting right leg up to the knee.) 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I wouldn’t call it black. 
The Witness: It is black. 

Trial Examiner Bloom .* What would you call it, Mr. Wit¬ 
ness? 

The Witness: I don’t know, it looks like it. 

Mr. Shawo: Does it look black? Would you say it was 
black? 

The Witness: Well, 1 wouldn’t say it was real black, 
but— 

Mr. Shawe: Does it even look a little black? 

The Witness: Yes, a little. 

Mr. Shawe: Very little, isn’t it? 

Mr. Moore: You will have your turn, if you want it, 
what I have always learned, it is a black and blue spot. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I would say it is slightly 
pink. Every one is guessing as to color. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You state that your lip was split 
open so that it had to have three or four stitches? A. 

6995 Yes, sir. 

Q. As I understood you, did it bleed ? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Bleed badly? A. Witness nods head). 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, he has been 
over this once. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, after you got off the bus, 
or as you got off the bus, at the corner of the street, were 
there any lights there? A. Yes, there are two lights in 
front of the Fire Hall. 

Q. Did you see any policemen at that time? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. More than one ? A. One is all I saw. 

Q. One was all you saw? A. Yes, the regular, the chief, 
that is. 

Q. That is Strenk to whom you referred? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see what he did, if he did anything? A. 
Well, whenever they hit me, he just walked up and went in 
never bothered anything. 

Q. That is, he went into the Fire House? A. Yes. 

6996 Q. Did anything happen to the lights? A. They 
went out. 
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Q. How long? A. When they start to drag me, that jis 
when they put the lights out. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to who put the lights out, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, how does one get from Main 
Street at the place where you were, when you had beef) 
hit, over the bank on the railroad tracks, down over the 
bank on the railroad tracks? A. Well, I just couldn’t tell 
you about how far it would be, but I— 

Q. No, how do you do it, how do you get down there, ho^ 7 
can you get down from the street? A. Down the alley. 

Q. There is an alley there, is there? A. Yes, there is 
an alley right along there, there is an alley on both sides 
of the Fire Hall. 

Q. And, were you dragged down through that alley ? A[ 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know which one it was on, which sidcj 

6997 of the Fire Hall? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think respondents! 
counsel has been over this ground once. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, answer the 
question. 

The Witness: It is, that would be on the— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Is it the one that is nearest Johns¬ 
town? A. Yes. 

Q. Or the farthest away? A. The one toward Johns-! 

town. 

Q. Now, you told us that was Tuesday. Now, did you 
go to work that day? A. No, sir. 

Q. "When did you next go to work? A. That was after 
the martial law. 

Q. Were you able to go to work on Tuesday? A. No, sir. 
Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) —or on Wednesday? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or Thursday? A. No, sir. 

Q. Were you able to go to work on Friday ? A. 

6998 No, sir. 

Q. Do you know when martial law began? A. 
No, sir, I couldn’t tell you that. 


3642 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AT.. VS. XATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. ('an you describe to us how you felt generally after 
you got home and during that period that you were not at 
work? A. Well, I, you mean how I felt? 

Q. Yes. A. I didn't feel so good, I couldn’t even, couldn’t 
get up, my face was all swollen up, my ribs were sore, my 
leg was sore, I couldn’t get up for about four or five 
days, 1 guess— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the witness guessing, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) How long did the beating last after 
you had been taken down over the bank onto the railroad 
track, about? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that the witness 
lias told us everything that took place there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Is there anything more you can 
tell us about it? 

Mr. Moore: I asked him the time purely, I haven't asked 
him a question at this time. 

The Witness: Well, it is pretty hard for me to tell 
(>999 you, but I guess about a half hour they were down 
there for a good while hammering me. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike the last answer, it is a 
mere guess on the part of the witness, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you, were you able to do any¬ 
thing to protect yourself from the kicks? A. Well, I 
cramped myself up somehow. 

Mr. Shawe: T object to the form of that question, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike the answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom I have sustained the objection. 
Two o’clock. 

(Thereupon, at 12:30 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
until two o’clock p. m.) 
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7003 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at two o’clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. i 

Mr. Bulich, will you resume the witness stand? 

Mike Bulich resumed the stand as a witness by and o\i 
behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, before we start, may I inquire 
as to what progress has been made with reference to put¬ 
ting in the documents which the Board’s counsel desire t<)> 
put in? I would like to clean up that part of the case, if J 
can, as soon as I can, because— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose and Mr. Shawe, will 
you please tell us— 

Mr. Rose: We haven’t received all the formal papers yet: 
just as soon as we have, we will put them in. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t think it ought to be dragged out, 

I think we ought to follow it up. I see no reason why the 
papers can’t be gathered together fairly promptly, if there 
is, why, I would be glad to do it. 

Mr. Rose: We have no desire to drag it out, I don’t 

7004 see as there is any issue about it at all. If you want, 
we will put in what we have; bring them tomorrow 

and put in whatever we have. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, put them in as soon as you 
can, please. On the same line, Mr. Moore, what is the status 
of the statement concerning commerce? 

Mr. Moore: Well,.I think I can be ready by Friday morn¬ 
ing, but I would like, if we are going to put it in, to take the 
time and clear it up at one time. 

Mr. Rose: All right, we will try to do it. | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, this Friday, then, I ex¬ 
pect the Board’s counsel to have ready those documents 
which it was to put in, the commerce documents to go in. 
Also, Mr. Moore, are you prepared to make the motions to 
dismiss as to part of the plants, the motion that you made 
before the Board, which I understood— 

Mr. Moore: Yes, we can do that at any time, if you like. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, we will set aside Fri¬ 
day, say, from one to three for that purpose. 

Mr. Moore: I am not sure that that will give us time 
enough to examine the forms of,—I take it that you wanted 
the counsel for the Board and perhaps you yourself wish to 
go over again the interstate commerce evidence. 

700') We have got to arrange some way to get it into the 
record and it will take— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, we will take Friday, 
then, don't bring in any witnesses Friday at all, and if any 
witness, if there is a witness on the stand Thursday, he will 
he excused until Monday and then we will take Friday to 
clear up the Commerce stipulation, the motions to dismiss 
and the documents the Board is going to put in. 

Mr. Moore: I think that is better. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think we can finish up that 
Commerce stipulation in possibly two or three hours. 

Mr. Moore: I think that is better, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Moore: Of course, if we should happen to have a wit¬ 
ness on Thursday afternoon, we would like to clean up, I 
suppose, there will be no objection to extending the hearing 
a little time for the purpose of doing that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I should say not. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Reporter, will you read the last 
question and answer so Mr. Bulich and the rest of us can 
find out where we were? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
follows: 

“Q. Were you able to do anything to protect vour- 
7006 self from the kicks? 

“A. Well, T cramped myself up somehow. ,, ) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, the Trial Examiner made a statement about 
people standing in the rear of the room, off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

0. (By Mr. Moore) I believe you told us, Mr. Bulich, that 
the men who had dragged you down onto the railroad track 
held your hands and your feet? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that correct? A. That is correct. 
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Q. Now, did they continue to hold you all the time thely 
were beating you? Yes, sir, while they was heatin’ me. | 

Q. Did the chief of police, Strenk, pass by you at any time 
so that he was near enough to see you? 

Mr. Shaw’e: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the witness 
has no possible way of knowing whether the chief of police 
saw him or not. 

Mr. Moore: I didn’t ask him that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above selt 
forth.) 

7007 Q. Did the Chief of Police Strenk pass by you at 
any time so that he was near enough to see you? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was that when you were being heater 
up on the— A. That was before I was beaten. 

Q. Where was he when these men dragged you down 
through the alley? A. He was in the front, in the building. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you know? 

The Witness: Well, he passed me up before they hit me, 
the lights went off. j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you know lie was in the 
building then? 

The Witness: Well, I don’t think he went out because 
he w’ent right up the steps, right past me and went in the 
building and that quick (witness snapping fingers) the 
lights went off and that is when they jumped me. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know what turn Mr. Galagaza 
was working on Sunday, June 13th, if he was working? 

Mr. Shawe: T object, Mr. Examiner, it is entirely im¬ 
material. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

7008 The Witness: On Sunday ? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, June 13th. 

The Witness: He was working daylight. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is from what hour to what hour? 
A. From seven to three. 

Q. Seven in the forenoon? A. Yes. 

Q. To three in the afternoon? A. Yes. 
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Q. Did you see him any time during that day, Sunday? 
A. I did, when I come in the mill, yes. 

Q. When you went into the mill? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you see him at the end of the turn— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. — or any time during his working period ? A. When¬ 
ever he went home I saw him. 

Q. Did you see him before he went home? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you and he discuss what was going on outside the 
gate? A. When I come in he asked we what was going on. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what he asked, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer may stand. 

7009 The Witness: Whenever I came in he asked me 
what was going on: outside and I said— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. You answered 
the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you and he go out toward the 
gate at any time during the day? A. Quitting time, yes. 

Mr. Shawe: I object, Mr. Examiner, it is immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What did you do, tell us what you 
did and what you saw. A. Well, whenever he was going 
home, I come out, as far as No. 8 blast furnace there, and I 
watched him. He went down toward the gate. There was 
a bunch of automobiles coming by and they was all stopped 
at the gate and then I saw some of the guys bring their cars 
back and left them in the mill and they started down through 
the ore yard down, they walked home then. 

Q. And to go down through the ore yard meant that they 
would go down to come out of the plant where? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, a leading question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Where did they go after they went 
down through the ore yard, if you know? A. Well, 

7010 they come down the railroad, went out down that 
gate, 1 guess. 

Q. When you say “down that gate”— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the witness guessing, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When you say “that gate” what gate 
do vou mean? A. This one down here at the bridge. 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, that has been stricken. ! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That has been stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know through what gates 
those men went who had left their automobiles? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that the answer has 
been stricken. The witness has told us that he doesn’t 
know, that he is only guessing, and I submit that further 
examination along these lines should be stopped. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) "Well, now, as you were at the No. 8 
furnace, what could you see as you looked out toward the 
gate? A. Well, I could see a gang there, a gang of fellow^, 
the whole gang was right up against the gate. 

Q. Could you give me any idea as to how large a crow 
you saw from where you were standing? A. Oh, wel 

7011 I could not see them all, 1 guess tin* whole street wa 
filled up there. 

Mr. Shawe: T object to the witness' guessing, Mr. Ex 
aminer, and I submit that the witness should be instructe< 
not to guess. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you saw. It may lx* 
stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You say that you were not where yoi: 
could see the whole street? A. No. 1 couldn’t see the wlioh 
street, but 1 could see, oh, I guess, about ten, fifteen feet a 
the gate there, the other side of the gate. 

Q. Well, now, what did you see there ? A. Well, 1 saw the 
people standing there, wouldn't leave them cars go through. 

Q. Were there many people ? A. Yes. 

Q. Were they packed closely together? A. Yes. 

Q. How many people would you say that you could see 
from where you were standing, have you any idea? A. 
Well, there was a gang there, that is about all that I could 
see. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that all tin* testimony 
given with reference to what this 'witness saw 

7012 from the furnace should be stricken, the witness’ tes¬ 
timony clearly shows that he is guessing, that In* 

couldn't see, he is only guessing. He has said it a dozen 
times. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, did you— 
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Mr. Moore: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner. That is all. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Cross-examine. 

Mr. Shawe: I move at this time to strike all of the testi¬ 
mony given by this witness with reference to the Chief of 
Police, Mr. Strenk, as having no bearing on the issues in 
this case, whatsoever, no- relevancy. It is immaterial, in¬ 
competent, no connection whatsoever has been shown to any 
of the issues or any of the parties involved in these pro¬ 
ceedings. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. Go ahead. 

Mr Shawe: I further move that all testimony given with 
reference to this so-called beating that this witness re¬ 
ceived, be stricken from the record, as entirely irrelevant, 
immaterial and incompetent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I am most surprised— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I denied the motion. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I am sorry. I didn’t hear you. 

7013 Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Would you mind telling me again 
where you are presently employed? A. Where? 

Q. Where are you employed at the present time? 

Mr. Moore: May we know what you mean by “where”? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. If the witness 
doesn’t know what he means when he says “where he is 
employed,” why— 

The Witness: Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Bethlehem Steel? A. Yes. 

Q. What was the last time you worked? A. The last time, 
that was the other day I worked. 

Q. WTiat do you mean by the other day? A. Sunday I 
worked Sunday. 

Q. Sunday? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you work Saturday? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you work Friday? Last Friday? A. I worked 
three days a week, I just can’t remember. 

Q. Working in the same department that you worked in 
during the month of June? A. Yes, sir. 

7014 Q. What kind of work do you do? A. Well, stock 
unloader, transfer car operator, that is what 1 am 

doing now, transfer ore car. 
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Q. I just don't understand what you mean by that. A. 
Ore car, it hauls the ore to the furnace. 

Q. Speak a little louder. A. It hauls the ore to the f}ur- 


nace. 


Q. Well, do you take the ore off the car and put it some¬ 
where else, is that it? A. The crane fetches it in and gives 
it to me and I take it up and put it in the bins. 

Q. Is that the kind of work you were doing during ^he 
month of June, 1937 ? A. No. 

Q. What kind of work were you doing then? A. I vjas 
turn foreman then. 

Q. You were turn foreman ? A. Yes. 

Q. What were your duties as turn foreman ? A. To take 
care of the ore yards, to see that the car, dumping ore, 
checking cars, I was just a swipe man. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that word? 

The Witness: Swipe man. T was swiping the other guvs 
when they was off, I was taking their turns, they work five 
and then off two and then I would get, I was gettiilig 
7015 three days a week foreman, three days running ^n 
ore car. 

Mr. Moore: Three days what? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Does that mean that part of the time 
you were a foreman and part of the time yon were doing 
something else? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, when you were acting as a foreman, how manv 
employees did you supervise, if you supervised any? A. 
Well, there was about eight, or about ten men on the turn. | 

Q. Ten men on a turn? A. Yes. 

Q. And that is the kind of work you were doing during the 
strike here last June? 

Mr. Moore: What do you mean by “that is the kind of 
work”, please, Mr. Examiner? What kind of work? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Clear that up, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: All right, I will rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was the -work that you just described), 
I believe you termed it a “turn foreman,” the kind of worlj 
that, you did during the month of June, 1937 when there wasj 
a strike here? A. No, 1 was swiping them, that was 
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7016 all I was doing, I wasn’t steady, I was doing it, yes, 
but I wasn’t steady. 

7017 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you said something 
about a furnace, you worked around a furnace, is that 

correct? A. Xo, sir, I never worked, I worked in an ore 
yard. 

Q. In the ore yard ? A. Yes, that belongs in the blast fur¬ 
nace department. 

Q. How many feet is the ore yard from the gate ? Is there 
any gate near the ore yord ? A. Just that one, that Franklin 
gate, that is about— 

Q. That is the only one ? A. And that mine gate up there. 
Q. In that the Upper Franklin Gate or Upper Gate? A. 
Upper. 

Q. Upper Franklin gate? And you were working in the 
ore yard ? A. Yes. 

Q. How far away from where you were working is the 
Upper Franklin Gate? A. Oh, it ain’t so far, but I just 
couldn't tell you how many feet or anything like that. 

Q. Well, will you say it is as far away as those doors in 
the back of the auditorium? A. Oh, it is farther than that. 
Q. Further than that? Can you see well? I say do you 
use glasses? A. Xo. 

7018 Q. And you were working at that time when you 
saw these cars being stopped at the gate, is that cor¬ 
rect ? A. I was, I was working that day. 

Q. What were you doing that day? A. J was running— 
running a—you mean—oh, that day l come out watched the 
ears? Well. 1 was on the ore car and I come up and I 
thought I would get out there and see what was going on, 
I was watching my friend going— 

Q. Well, then, is it your testimony, then, that you couldn't 
see these cars from where you were working? 

Mr. Moore: What cars, what car? 

Mr. Shawe: He testified— 

Mr. Moore: May we know? 

Mr. Shawe: He testified, Mr. Examiner, on direct ex¬ 
amination. 1 believe, that he saw cars being stopped while 
he was working. 

The Witness: Sure, whenever l came out. 

Mr. Moore: You mean automobiles? 

Mr. Shawe: Automobiles, yes. 
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The Witness: I got off the car and I come out there to 
see my friend when he was going down and T did see i;he 
cars plain, there. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did you see plain about it? A. 
The automobiles, there is a road goes right down 

7019 there. 

Q. You could see them go by? A. I saw him stpp 
there, turn back, stopped and left their cars at the gas pro¬ 
ducer. 

Q. And you were working at that time, is that correct? 
Mr. Moore: Why— 

The Witness: I worked, but I got off* the job and I corjie 
over to see him. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How long have you been working fj>r 
the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. About 13,14 years. 

Q. 14 years? A. 13 or 14. 

Q. How old are you? A. 30, about 30—1 will be 31 in 
March. 

Q. Don’t you know how old you are? A. 1 will be 31 ijn 
March. 

Q. How long have you been a turn foreman? A. Well, 
just started this summer, just, 1 was on and off, I was work¬ 
ing swiping them, that is all T done, I just started tips 
Spring. 

Q. This Spring? A. This Summer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, which is it, Sprin 

7020 or Summer? 

The Witness: Well, when the ore started screen! 
ing, I guess that is Spring. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 am sure 1 don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, what month? A. Around May 
1 guess. 

Q. You guess? A. May or June, either one, 1 eouldn’ 

tell vou exactlv what month that I started on that. 

» * 

Q. Do you know Mr. Salem, the new Burgess of Frankliii 
Boro ? 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

The Witness: Why, sure I know him. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who asked you to come up here to| 
testify? A. Myself. 

Q. Yourself? A. 1 felt, well, if they could give me the 
heatin’ 1 was willing to come up and testify by myself. 
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Q. Did anv one ask you if anv one gave vou a beating? A. 
What is that ? j 

Q. Did any one ask you if any one had given you a beat¬ 
ing? Did any of the Bethlehem counsel ask you if any 
one had given you a beating? A. They called me and asked 
me, that is all I told them, I would testify, I was willing to 
testify. 

7021 Q. Did they call you, or you call them ? A. Well, I, 
they all, all the bosses, all knowed it, that I was laid 

up. 

Q. What bosses knew that? A. Well, my boss. 

Q. Who is your boss ? A. Stockberger. 

Q. Who ? A. Stockberger. 

Q. Stockberger. And, did he tell you to come up here and 
testify? A. No, sir, I done it of my own will. 

Q. Did you ever talk to any of the counsel for the com¬ 
pany? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you talk to them? A. I talked to them, I be¬ 
lieve it was, well, I couldn't tell you what day it was. 

Q. You don't know what day it was? A. No. 

Q. Did you talk to Mr. Evans? You know Mr. Evans, 
don’t you? A. (Witness shakes head.) 

Q. Don't you know Mr. Evans? A. How would I 

7022 know him ? 

Q. Did you ever hear of him ? A. No. 

Mr. Moore: May we know the Mr. Evans, may we know— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: What Evans ? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Sidnev D. Evans. 

The Witness: Oh, T might have heard of him, but l don’t 
know him. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever talk to Mr. Moore, the 
Bethlehem counsel? A. Yes, I talked to him. 

Q. When did you talk to him? A. I couldn't tell you 
just when it was. 

Q. Where did you talk to him? A. Down here in the 
general office. 

Q. General office of the company? A. Yes. 

Q. During working hours? A. No, sir. 

Q. After working hours? A. I am off work now. 

Q. You are off work now? A. (Witness nods head.) 

Mr. Moore: What was the statement that come out, the 
answer, or remark? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that? 

7023 Mr. Moore: What was the remark of counsel for 
the record? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know, read the record 
back. 

Mr. Shawe: The witness said he was off work now *:,nd 
I asked him if that is what he said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the record. 

Mr. Moore: 1 think that is hardly a fair question after 
the counsel for the Board knows the arrangement made with 
this witness. 

Trial Examiner Blom: "What arrangement? Read tnc 
record, and let’s find out. 

Mr. Moore: Well, we made an arrangement at the close 
of the previous session, through Mr. Evans, to have this 
man excused. I asked Mr. Evans,—this witness didn’t 
speak to him, that I remember—I asked Mr. Evans to Re¬ 
quest this witness if he would arrange to have the mjan 
excused from work this afternoon. I submit it is hardly a 
fair question for counsel now to ask about that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I doubt if counsel did ask about 
that. 

Mr. Shawe: I didn’t ask the question, Mr. Examiner, I 
asked the witness if he talked to Mr. Moore during -working 
hours and he said he had after working hours, and 

7024 then he offered the statement that he was off work. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He volunteered the state¬ 
ment that he was off working hours. I understood counsel’s 
question to be directed— 

Mr. Moore: I understood the question to be, “ Are you ojff 
work now?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, no, sir, counsel’s question-j- 

Mr. Shawe: I didn’t ask that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness volunteered that 
statement. 

Mr. Shawe: That is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees’ Representation? A. Yes sir,—what did you sa^, 
if 1 was— 

Q. Did you ever hear of it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever hear of it? 

The Witness: Yes, I heard of it. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Do you know what it is? 

Mr. Moore: What was the question, hear of what? 

Mr. Shawe: The Plan of Employees’ Representation. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, I object to this line of 
questioning for reasons which we have already stated. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling, the objee- 

7025 tion will be noted. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what the Plan 
of Employees’ Representation is? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is it ? A. It is to help you out if you need any¬ 
thing. 

Mr. Moore: Now, I object to the question, the Plan is 
in the record as evidence and I do not think a witness ought 
to be called to explain what the Plan is or what its provi¬ 
sions are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: Well, it is, if you want anything, or if you 
want, you are supposed to go and see him and he is sup¬ 
posed to get it for you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who is “he”? A. Well, Riddle. 

Q. Riddle? A. (Witness nods head.) 

Q. Who is Riddle? A. Well, that is a guy that is on that 
collective bargain, or whatever you call it. 

Q. Do you know what it is? A. That is all I know. 

Q. Were you ever an Employees’ Representative? 

7026 A. No, sir. * 

Q. Did you ever vote under the Plan ? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you vote last year, last March, 1937 ? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Who did you vote for? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don't answer. What is the dif¬ 
ference ? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you vote during working hours? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you get paid for the time that you spent voting? 
A. Sure, we get off work and go right up and vote. 

Q. Did you vote in the plant ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever attend any meetings held under the Plan 
of Employees’ Representation? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever see any minutes posted under the Plan of 
Employees’ Representation? A. Yes, sir, we have them 
every month posted on the board. 
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Q. Bulletin board? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the plant ? A. Yes, sir, in front of the office. 

Q. Whose office? A. Stockholder's. 

7027 Q. In front of whose office? A. Stockholder’s. 

Q. Whose? A. Stockholder, the turn foreman,| or 
the general foreman of the ore yard. 

Q. Is he your foreman, too ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever join the Plan of Employees' Represen¬ 
tation? A. What do you mean? 

* 

Q. Did you ever sign an application card designating the 
plan? A. No, sir. 

Q. That you wanted to belong to the Plan? A. Well, all 
I done was voted, that is all. 

Q. Did you ever pay any dues to the Plan? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever buy any raffle tickets? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did any one ever try to sell you any raffle tickets? 
A. Not that I know of, no, sir. 

Q. Did any one ever try to sell you a picnic ticket? 

Mr. Moore: Well, now— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: For what? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, unless it is made more d 
finite— 

7028 Trial Examiner Bloom: It is too general. 

Mr. Shawe: All right, I will withdraw that lasjit 

question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one ever try to sell you 
ticket for a picnc that was sponsored by the Plan Eli 
plovee Representation? A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you voted every year under the Plan, so far a|s 
you can recall? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And every year you voted, did you vote in the plant? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And every year that you voted, did you vote during 
working hours? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And every year that you voted, did you get paid for 
the time that you spent in voting? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And, did you get paid by the Bethlehem Steel Com ¬ 
pany for the time consumed in voting? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don't know what the difference is be-} 
tween those two questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he may have been paid by 
some one else. This question is direct. 
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The Witness: Well, I never was paid by anybody 

7029 only— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who paid you? A. Only what 
the company, whatever it was voting time, why, we went off 
the job and went off and voted and we went back on the job, 
nobody paid us. 

Q. Did any one ever ask you to contribute any money to 
the Steel Workers Committee? 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Mr. Shawe: I will withdraw that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever heard of the Steel 
Workers Committee? A. What do you mean by that? 

Q. Steel Workers’ Committee, I believe Mr. Barnhart, 
and Mr. Schaeffer is the treasurer, and 1 forget the office 
that the other gentlemen holds. A. I couldn’t tell you about 
it. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Schaeffer and Mr. Barnhart ? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Did you ever hear of the Citizens’ Committee of Johns¬ 
town? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever contribute any money to the Citizens’ 
Committee? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How much money did you contribute to the Citizens ’ 
Committee? A. 25 cents. 

7030 Q. 25 cents? Who did you give it to? A. Well, I 
just couldn’t tell you who I gave it to. 

Q. Was the man— A. It has been so far back, I have for¬ 
gotten about it. 

Q. During the strike? A. No, it wasn’t during the strike. 

Q. Before the strike? A. It might have been way after, 
but I know it wasn’t during the strike. 

Q. How long did the strike last ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t know if that is a fair question, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: I am trying to set a time, Mr. Examiner, he 
says way after the strike. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know as it is fair, I don’t know what 
he means by it, let the Board’s counsel produce witnesses 
to testify. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This witness was asked on direct 
examination, if I recall correctly, when the strike began ? 
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Mr. Moore: That is right, because it was announced i|n 
the newspapers. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness didn’t say it was 
announced in the newspapers. 

7031 Mr. Moore: I understand that, he doesn’t have tb 
testify as to how he learned, if he knows. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may lx* that he also knows 
when it ended, I don’t know’. 

If he knows, he can tell us, if he doesn’t know, he can say 


Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know’ when the strike!* 

7032 ended? A. Why, I just couldn’t tell you on that. 

Q. Do you know’ when it began, when the strike 
began? A. When the strike began? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You say you don’t recall who you gave the tw r enty-five 
cents to? A. No, sir. 

Q. Was it a man by the name of Campbell? A. No, no, I 
just couldn’t tell you who he was, I just couldn’t tell you. j 
Q. Did some one ask you for it while you were working? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Where were you wiien he asked you for a contribution 
to the Citizens Committee? A. I w r as coming home then. 
Q. You was coming home ? A. Yes. 

Q. Was it in the plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did he ask you ? A. He just asked me if I would 
donate, I says, “Sure." 

Q. Asked you what ? A. If I would donate for it and I 
says, “Sure, I’ll give you the twenty-five,” and I gave him 
the twenty-five cents. That is all he asked me. 

7033 Q. Do you know what the Citizens Committee of 
Johnstown is ? A. What do you mean, the one that 

was over here at Joe Johns, in the city? 

Q. You said you contributed a quarter? A. I don’t know 7 
what— 

Q. Do you know what you contributed your quarter for? 
A. Yes. 

Q. What did you contribute it for? A. Oh, I just couldn’t 
tell you. 

Q. You don’t know ? A. No. 

Q. Did you sign a petition ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What kind of a petition did you sign? 
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Mr. Moore: Well, now, just wait a minute. May we know 
what the petition is? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ask him. 

Mr. Shawe: The witness answered before I finished my 
question. 

Mr. Moore: May we strike it? 

Mr. Shawe: May it be stricken, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you sign a petition which 

7034 was addressed to Governor Earle? A. Yes sir, to 
go to work. 

Q. To go to work? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you sign that? A. Over here at doe Johns 
High School. 

Q. Joe Johns High School ? A. Yes. 

Q. Who asked you to sign it? A. Nobody, I went myself. 

Q. Well, was there some one there with the petition so that 
you could sign it ? A. No, sir, it was laying on the table. 

Q. Laying on the table in the high school? A. Yes. 

Q. Who is this Teddie that you referred to? A. He is, he 
used to live on Park Hill, that is he works over there with 
us. 

Q. Works with you? A. Well, right alongside of me, we 
all have different jobs. 

Q. What does he do? A. Well, he is stock unloader. 

Q. Stock unloader? A. Yes. 

7035 Q. And who is this Joe Galagaza, is that the name? 
A. Galagaza. 

Q. Galagaza, what does he do? A. Well, he is a stock un- 
loader, too. 

Q. I believe you testified about your brother, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. Yes. 

Q. What does he do? A. He is a stock unloader, too. 

Q. Stock unloader, too? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, when these men were, as you described it, beating 
you up, you said that the Chief of Police Strenk, came by, 
is that correct? A. I was standing there, he went up the 
steps and went in and the lights went off and that is when— 

Q. What were the men doing when they passed by? A. 
What were they doing? 

Q. Yes. A. 1 guess he was in the building, they was beat¬ 
ing me up. 
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Q. I don’t want you to guess. I want you to tell me. A. 
They was beating me up. 

Q. When he passed by? A. No, before, you see he went 
in the building, he went up the steps and went in and as 
soon as he went in the lights went out. 

703(5 Mr. Moore: Let the witness answer the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) He is not answering my ques¬ 
tion. 1 am asking him what these men were doing whin 
Mr. Shrenk passed by. 

Mr. Moore: He is trving to tell vou. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. Tell us. 

The Witness: Well, whenever Strcnk came up the steps, 
he came up the fire house steps and went up the steps, anp 
went in and that quick the lights went and that is when they 
jumped me and they drugged me down there, down in the 
alley. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you just standing there? A. 
Talking to my friends. 

Q. Talking to your friend? A. Yes. 

Q. When the lights went out? A. In the building there, 
the fire hall building. 

Q. You mean the lights in the building went out? A. The 
outside, they have two lights on the outside. 

Q. You were standing—where were you standing? A, 
Right on the other side, right, oh, I guess, about five feet 
away from the steps, not that, maybe. 

Q. In front of the building? A. Yes. 

7037 Q. Did the lights in the street go out? A. No, just 
the ones in front of the building. 

Q. What time of the night was it? A. That was in the 
morning. 

Q. In the morning? A. Yes, I guess about two, 2:30 some¬ 
where. 

Q. Do the lights burn, don’t they usually put the lights 
out ? A. No sir. 

Q. In the morning? A. The lights are always on. 

Q. On, all night long? A. Yes. 

Q. Are you sure of that ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where had you been prior to that? A. What do you 
mean? 
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Q. Prior to the* time before you got this so-called heating. 
A. Before that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Before that? 

Mr. Moore: How long prior? 

The Witness: You mean before I got beated up? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Yes. A. 1 was away, I come 

7038 from away. 

Q. From away? A. Yes. 

Q. Where were you coming from ? A. I was in Union 
Town, Greensburg. 

Q. What time did you get back? A. About two o’clock. 

Q. Two o’clock in the morning? A. Yes, that was two 
o’clock when 1 got up in Franklin. 

Q. What did you do in Union Town ? A. Went down to 
see my cousin. 

Q. Cousin ? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you say you were in Greensboro, too? A. Yes. 

Q. What did you do there? A. Coming home— 

Mr. Moore: He didn’t say he was in Greensboro. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Greensburg. 

Mr. Moore: Greensburg. 

The Witness: Greensburg. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Greensburg, I am sorry. A. Greens¬ 
burg. 

Q. Had you been drinking beer? A. No. 

7039 Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I think that is—that is 
objected to. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Drinking anything? A. You mean 
now ? 

Q. No, I mean that night? A. No, you couldn’t get no 
drinks around here anywhere. 

Q. I mean while you were visiting your cousin. A. No. 

Q. And this friend that you went over to talk with, what 
did you say his name was, at 2:30 in the morning? A. That 
was there was four or five of them. 

Mr. Moore: That isn't a fair question. That is an abso¬ 
lutely unfair question. There isn’t any statement made in 
the record that he did talk to a friend there. In the first 
place “there” is not defined. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You say w’hen you got back to Greens¬ 
burg, T believe, it was around 2:30 in the morning, is that 
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correct? A. Oh, I left there about ten, something, I got The 
last train, I believe, it was about twelve I guess when I got 
in here but it was two, I was monkeying around here, I ^et 
lunch— I ’et and stuff and I waited for the bus and it was 
about two o’clock when T got into Franklin. 

Q. You got into Johnstown about twelve? A. Yks, 

7040 I could not have the exact time, what it was, but I 
know I left at ten something from Greensburg. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that previous answer. I 
am sorry, I missed a word or so. 

(The reporter read the last two questions and answers 
as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Waiting for what bus? A. Why, the 
bus to go home. 

Q. You mean from Johnstown to Franklin Boro? A. 
From Main Street there, that is where I got on. 

Q. What do you mean by “monkeying around,” what 
were you monkeying around ? A. I was walking around. I 
'et down here at the Franklin lunch, down to the Central 
Cafe. 

Q. Then you came up to Franklin Boro and that was 
around 2:30? A. About two or 2:30. 

Q. Then what did you do ? A. What did I do ? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, when T got off I saw friends there ami 
I talked, they had it in for me. 

Q. Wait a minute, now just answer my questions, please. 
What friends did you see? A. Oh there were some goo|l 
friends of mine. 

7041 Q. Who were they? A. 1 don’t like to put their 
names in. 

y. Well, you have told us Mr. Strenk’s name. You have 
told us some of your other friends’ names, what objection* 
do you have to disclosing the other friends’ names? A. \ 
don’t like to. 

Q. They are your friends, aren’t they ? A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: If the witness does not wish to disclose the 
name, Mr. Examiner, I think he should be told he needn’t. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think the Respondents have 
had this witness testify that he spoke to some friends there, 

Mr. Moore: Well, it isn’t material, as 1 can see, what tin? 
names of the friends are. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, we will simply strike 
out all the testimony with reference to his discussions with 
any friends. Go ahead, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t know just what that means in 
limit, with reference to any friends. He has told the name 
of the friend who took him down to the hospital. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, the friends whom he refuses 
to designate, the record will show that he went to talk to 
some friends, he won’t tell us the names. That will 

7042 be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you go directly home after 
you got off the bus ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Where did you go.' A. 1 went over there to talk to 
them friends. 

Q. Were you supposed to meet them there! A. No, sir, 
the bus stop there, the bus don’t go out toward my way, it 
goes to Conemaugh. I had to get off there. 

Q. What was the date of this occasion again, that night ? 
A. Tuesday morning. 

Q. What was that date ? A. I just couldn’t tell you exactly 
the day, but I know it was a Tuesday morning. 

Q. Tuesday morning? A. Yes. 

Q. And did you go to work the following Wednesday ? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. You say you went to see a doctor, I believe, is that cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it. He hasn’t said he went to see 
a doctor. There is nothing in the record to show that. 

Mr. Shawe: I am asking him if he went to see a 

7043 doctor. 

Mr. Moore: You didn’t ask him that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you go to see a doctor, Mr. 
Bulich? 

The Witness: You mean after 1 got beat up? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: They took me to the hospital to get fixed up 
and get my lips sewed. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you see a doctor ? A. Yes. 

Q. What doctor was there? A. The Lee Hospital. I 
couldn’t tell you his name. 

Q. How long did you stay in the hospital ? A. Well, they 
sewed my lip and fixed my leg up, cleaned my eves out. 
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Q. You went home after that? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Would you mind walking up and down in front of the 
Examiner so that he can see if you can walk properly? A. 
Up here? 

Q. Yes. Walk down. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Down there. 

(The witness left the stand and took several steps across 
the stage.) 

Mr. Shawe: 1 would like the record to show, Mr. 

7044 Examiner, that the witness seems to be walking with¬ 
out any pain. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Does your leg pain you when you 
walk? A. No, my leg don’t. 

Q. Mr. Salem, who is the burgess of Franklin Boro ai 
the present time, what is his first name, do you know? A 
I guess it is George. 

Q. Don’t you know? A. George Salem. 

Q. When did he take office, do you know? A. L guess 
he took it this year, ’38. 

Q. This month? A. January, I guess. 

Q. That is this month, is it not? A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: I think that is rather silly, taking this year, 
1 think the Court or Board may take judicial notice that 
January is the first month without cluttering the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why don’t you give the Board 
credit for even the minimum of intelligence, please, Mr. 
Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you had any conversations 
with Mr. Salem in the last week? A. No, sir. 

7045 Q. Now, when these men were beating you, did 
you keep track of how long they were beating you? 

Mr. Moore: I object to the question as ridiculous. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought it was a trifle curious 
myself, when you asked a similar question, Mr. Moore 
4 ‘how long they were beating him”. 

Mr. Moore: I didn’t think I asked him how long it was, 
T think it was how long he was down on the railroad track 
— he could have looked at his watch— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, you asked for how long 
a time he was being beaten and the witness said 44 About 
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a half an hour.” Now this question is the twin sister to 
the one you asked. Go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: All right. I 

The Witness: It was a good while, I didn’t have my 
watch out or anything. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) It may have been five minutes f A. 
It may have been a half an hour I was down there, a good 
while, I know. 

Q. But you wouldn’t— A. They took this watch out of 
here, tore this watch, $10 out of my pocket. My brother 
found the watch some time in the morning again, the watch 
is all smashed up and everything. 

7046 Q. But you didn’t keep track of the time, did you? 
A. Oh, how could I? 

Q. Then, you don’t know how long you were down there, 
do you? A. No, I say it was about— 

Q. But you don’t know how long you were there, do you ? 
A. No, I didn’t have my watch. 

Q. You can answer yes or no. A. No. 

Q. You don’t know? A. I didn’t have my watch out but 
T know I was down there a good while. 

Q. But you don’t know how long you were down there, 
isn’t that true? A. Well, I don’t know. Well, I know that 
I was down there. 

Q. Is it yes or no. Do you know or don’t you know? 
A. I couldn’t tell you exactly, you know when I was down 
there, how many minutes or anything, but I know I was 
down there a good while. 

Q. You correct me if I am wrong. I believe you testified 
on vour direct examination it was about one o'clock when 
you came by the fire hall, is that correct? A. On what day? 

Mr. Moore: Wait a minute, please. What time, 

7047 what dav? 

* 

Mr. Shawe: One o’clock. 

M r. Moore: What day ? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The morning that you got beaten 
up. A. One o'clock. 

Mr. Moore: There is no such testimony in the record 
and it is absolutely— 

The Witness: I didn't say one o’clock. I was going to— 
Mr. Moore: Wait a minute. 




BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR KEL. BOARD. 3665 


as 


1 

it 


Mr. Shawe: I am asking a simple question, if that i^n’t 
true, he can tell us. 

7048 Mr. Moore: I don’t think it is fair or propeij in 
any way, it is unprofessional to tell a witness he slaid 
something when he didn’t. He said he went down by (the 
Fire Hall one morning, one forenoon about one o’clc|ck. 
He left his home at 12:30 to go to work and he went by |:he 
Fire Hall at about one o’clock, stopped to talk to somebcjdy 
on the corner of the street. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, it seems the respondents’ 
counsel is so anxious— 

Mr. Moore: He has testified, Mr. Examiner, that he v 
at Uniontown. He went to Greensburg on his wav home 
Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Moore: This witness has testified two or three timles 
in answer to the question by counsel that he got there about 
one o’clock, at the place where he got off the bus. Now, 
submit that if this witness is the witness of the Board, 
has no right to try to break him down— 

Mr. Shawe: I submit, Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Moore: It must take the statement he makes— 

Mr. Shawe: I submit, Mr. Examiner, this is a witness 
produced here by the respondents and it seems that re¬ 
spondents’ counsel has to butt in and try to get this witness 
to say something that they want him to say, they are 
7041) afraid to let this witness testify. This is cross-ex¬ 
amination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: Well, may I have a ruling on my objection 
This is not cross-examination, this is direct examination o|' 
this witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what time it was wheiji 
you came by the Fire Hall the night that you got beat upj. ; 
A. I didn’t come by the Fire Hall, I didn’t pass the Fire 
Hall only when I was, when I went up the other side of the 
Fire Hall. I didn’t say one o’clock, I said it was about two 
or 2:30 when they got me there. 

Q. Well, which was, it two or 2:30? A. It was either one 
I am not, you know, two or two-thirty, it was between that 
Q. You are sure of that? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. I am sorry, do you mind telling 1 me your foreman’s 
name again. A. Stockberger. 

Q. Stockberger? A. Yes. 

Q. What his first name? A. Emery. Well, we always 
call him “Stocky,” his regular name is Emery 

7050 Stockberger. 

Q. Emery? A. Yes. 

Q. How long has he been your foreman? A. Ever since 
T have been there. 

Q. Ever since you have been there? A. Yes. 

Q. Have you ever had any conversations with Mr. Stock¬ 
berger? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Moore: 1 object to that, conversations— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness said “No, sir.” 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You never had any conversations 
with Mr. Stockberger? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever sleep in the plant during the month of 
June, 1937? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever have any conversations with Mr. Stock¬ 
holder with reference to the Plan of Employee Representa¬ 
tion ? A. No, sir. 

Q. You never talked to Mr. Stockberger at all? A. 
Talked to him? Why, he was my foreman, T talked, 

7051 but he never told me about how to vote or anything 
like that. 

Q. Who told you to say that ? A. Nobody. 

Q. Well, why do you say that, I didn’t ask you that ? 

Mr. Mjnore: I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who told you to say “no one told 
you to vote”? 

Mr. Moore: He has answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He answered that question, that 
is not the question to which the objection was made. Let 
the unanswered question be answered. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have the unanswered question read to 
the witness ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The last question is stricken Mr. 
Reporter. 

Mr. Moore: What did you say? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What he previously said. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Why did you say that. 7 A. Well, ju|st 
now, what about the boss— 

Q. About the boss not telling- you to vote. A. I said the 
boss never said anything about voting. 

Q. Well, why did you say that? A. Well, you come out 
and asked me, didn’t you? 

7052 Q. Did I ask you about the boss? A. You asked 
me if he had ever said anything to me, he never said 

anything to me like referring to anything, you know, about 
the plant or anything like that. 

Q. About the plant? A. Yes, ain’t that what you asked 
me, wasn’t that the question? 

Q. No, that isn’t what I asked you; did you ever talk t 
Mr. Moore about the Plan of Employee Representation 
A. No, sir. | 

Q. Did you ever talk to Mr. Broun about the Plan of Em¬ 
ployee Representation ? A. No, sir. 

Q. You never discussed it with them at all ? A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you discuss it with any other person connected 
with the Bethlehem Steel Company in the last week or so? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Is your answer “No”? A. That’s right. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Redirect Examination 

(.^. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Bulich, I have just one question, 
or line of questions: You were not quite sure of the 

7053 day of the month which you were, you testified you 
had been beaten up, you said it was Tuesday morn¬ 
ing? A. Yes. 

(*>. Now, going back to the day of the strike, 1 wonder if 
you can fix the date for me. A. Well, that was, I guess the 
strike was on the 11th. 

Q. And that was what day of the week? A. That was 
Frida v. 

Q. And then— A. Saturday, Saturday was the 12th, Sun¬ 
day as the 13th, Monday was the 4th, that would be on the 
15th, then. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 





3668 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Recross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You are sure that it was the 15th? 
A. It was after— 

Q. But you don’t know when you talked to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute, is he sure it was 
on the 15th, let him answer. 

Mr. Moore: He answered “Yes.” 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) But you don’t know when you talked 
to respondents’ counsel, is that correct? A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: He hasn’t said that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

7054 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) But you talked to them last 
week, is that correct? A. I just couldn’t tell you 

when that was I talked to them, I just couldn’t tell you 

what dav it was. i 

♦ 

Q. It’s been since the 15th of June, though, hasn’t it? A. 
Oh, I guess it is, yes. 

Q. How do you remember the 15th of June so well? A. 
Well, I just got done figuring it here. 

Q. Who figured it, Mr. Moore? A. Well, Friday was the 
11th, wasn’t, it Saturday, Sunday, Monday. 

Q. Well, you say it was the 15th because Mr. Moore fig¬ 
ured it out? A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, why did you say it ? A. Figure it out, the 11th 
was on Friday— 

Q. How do you know that? A. Well, that is when the 
strike was pulled off. 

Mr. Moore: I object to this, the record shows exactly how 
the man arrived at that date as the 15th. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, you are excused, 
thank you. 

(Witness excused); 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please, Mr. Bulich. 

7055 Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want to ask him 
any further question? 

Mr. Moore: No, I am all through. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Call your next witness. 

Mr. Broun: Frank Burkhard. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. LABOR BEL. BOARD. 3669 

Frank P. Burkhard a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Burkhard, will you give us your 
name and spell it so that the record will have it accurately? 
A. Frank P. Burkhard, B-u-r-k-h-a-r-d. Do you want me to 
spell Peter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, that is quite all right. 

The "Witness: Burkhard, B-u-r-k-h-a-r-d. 

7056 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Burkhard, will you 
keep your voice up a little bit so every one can hear 

you? Will you tell me what your residence address is? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Where do you live ? 

The Witness: 736 Smith Alley. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that J-o-h-n-s—pardon me— 
is that Johnstown? 

The Witness: I don’t know—it is Conemaugh Boro. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Conemaugh Boro? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And, is that in the city of Johnstown ' 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember, Mr. Burkhard, when the strike 
among the employees at the Cambria plant of the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company began? A. The railroaders, they went 
out on Thursday night, the 10th of June. 

Q. Well, now, I am speaking about the strike in the plant. 
A. Oh, say that again. 

Q. Not the railroaders, but the steel plant, when did that 
start ? A. On Friday. 

Q. Do you know the date ? A. 11th of June. | 

7057 Q. Do you remember at what hour? A. Well, I 
would judge about eleven o’clock at night. 

Q. Were you employed at that time, that is to say, June 
llth 1937 and immediately prior to that time? A. Was I 
employed by the company ? 

Q. Were you employed at the company? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What company do you refer to? A. Well, it goes by 
the Bethlehem Steel Company. 
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Q. 1 see. Did you work on Friday, June 11th? A. Fri¬ 
day night 1 worked from eleven to seven. 

Q. That means from eleven Friday night to seven Satur¬ 
day morning? A. From eleven Friday night to Saturday 
morning, seven o’clock. 

Q. What was your job at that time? A. I worked at valve 
attendant. 

Q. Will you tell us just briefly what you do in performing 
your duties as valve attendant? A. It is regulating the 
water in case the pressure goes too high, cut it back; if it 
goes too low, turn it on. 

Mr. Moore: Will you repeat the answer, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above 

7058 set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Water where, Mr. Burkhard? A. It 
is the Franklin plant. 

Mr. Broun: If I may ask a slightly leading question to 
clear it up, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You mean you regulate a valve on a 
pipe line? A. Yes, sir, from the Quemahoning pipe line. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that Quema¬ 
honing? 

Mr. Broun: Q-u-e-m-a-h-o-n-i-n-g. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In what plant or what part of the 
plant, rather, did you work on June 11,1937? A. Well, that 
would be at the west end of the Franklin plant. 

Q. West end of the Franklin plant? A. (Witness nods 
head.) 

Q. Was that your regular place of work ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, after you worked the turn from eleven o’clock 
Friday night, June 11th, until seven o’clock in the morn¬ 
ing on June 12th, when did you next work? A. Sunday 
morning, daylight, seven to three. 

Q. How long did you work that day? A. Sunday? 

7059 Q. Yes. A. Eight hours, from seven to three in 
the afternoon. 

Q. Did you work the next day? A. Monday, yes, sir. 

Q. Would you remember the turn you worked on Mon¬ 
day? A. Daylight, seven to three. 

Q. Now, in going and coining to work, Mr. Burkhard, can 
you tell me what entrance or what place you used to go into 
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and come out of the Franklin plant? A. Why, I would say 
at the upper end of the Gautier there, at the crossing, go 
up along the railroad track. 

Q. Did you go to work that day on Monday morniiig? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What day did you next work? A. Tuesday—well, iio, 
I didn’t do no more work after that, I started on Tuesday 
morning when they got me. 

Mr. Rose: What is that? 

The Witness: I started to go to work Tuesday morning 
on the same turn, daylight, seven to three, when they got 
me on the hill. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, now, what do you— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike that out, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What do you mean by that, 
TOGO will you simply tell me what happened when ydu 
started to go to work, and what you saw and (lid? 
A. On Tuesday ? 

Q. Yes. A. I started to work on Tuesday morning, that 
is, I started to go to work Tuesday morning, when they 
got me up on the hill side, I was going over the hill at th|e 
time. 

Q. Now, just tell me what happened from the time yo i 
left home on— A. Well— 

Q. That is, describe what took place as you saw it ? A. ][ 
left the house about five o’clock and started up over the 
hill, over the pipe line, when I got up past the meter house 
there, they started to throw stones at me, and in the mean ¬ 
time I kept on going and two fellows come up out of tin 
bush and they got me. 

Q. Now, what did they do? A. They turned me around 
and told me to beat it back, and if they catch me up on the 
hill again it would be too bad, and when I went to turn to 
go down the hill, they hit me then. 

7061 Q. Where did they hit you ? A. Right in the jaw, 
here, in back, right here. 

(The witness indicated.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may the record show that the 
witness indicates his right jaw, approximately under the 
ear? I 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: It may so show. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What did they hit you with, do you 
know? A. With his fist. 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner, as leading. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let it stand, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, tell me what you next did, if 
you did anything, Mr. Burkhard? A. Well, then, I start, 
when they told me to go down over the hill and not to come 
back. I started for home, so I went home and waited there 
until after seven o’clock, and then I went down here to the 
station gate and I called my boss. I told him that they got 
me going over the hill, and then he tells me to go and get on 
the street car and go up and get off at the time office gate 
and go in. As I get in,—so, in the meantime, when I got 
off at the gate there, they got me again at the time office 
gate in Franklin. 

7062 Q. Did you get on the street car and go to Frank¬ 
lin? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is the time office gate the gate which is sometimes 
called the lower Franklin gate? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, tell me just what happened and describe 
everything that you remember and saw and heard when 
you got off the street car there that morning. A. Well, 
there was four of us on the car and three ahead of me and 
as soon as they got off, I was the last one to get off the car. 
when they come around and got me and they took me across 
the street there and they held me until the next car comes 
along and told me to get on that car and not to come back, 
that if I come back, it would be just too bad for me, and 
then the lad says, he says, “God damn you," he said, “If 
I catch you here again,’’ he said, “I am going to kill you.” 

So, they followed me, they put me on the car and told 
me to keep on going, that there was an automobile in the 
back following me up. 

Q. Did they say anything else to you that you remember '! 
A. Wanted to know if I didn’t have any bread to eat. 

Q. What is that? A. They wanted to know if I didn’t 
have any bread to eat. 

Q. Did they say anything else to you ! A. No. 

7063 Q. Well, now, what happened after that, if any¬ 
thing? A. Well, then, I went home and I stayed 

home ’till they come after me Thursday afternoon. 
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Mr. Rose: I move to strike out the conversations tips 
witness has given. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Burkhard, I believe you say that 
you were hit on the jaw? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will vou please describe the effects of that blow? A. 
Well— 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: I got hit— 

Mr. Rose: That might call for a leading conclusion, I 
mean, for a medical conclusion, effects of a blow on the jaw. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did you have a sore jaw? 

The Witness: Naturally, I did for awhile. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right. Tell us about 
the sore jaw. 

The Witness: Well, it was sore for a couple df 

7064 days and I see that my lips w r ere numb. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examined. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner, as immate¬ 
rial, irrelevant and incompetent. | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it in for what it i$ 
worth. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You referred to a boss talking to vor 
on the telephone. A. No, I called the boss. 

Q. You spoke to him on the telephone? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you say that? What is the name of that boss you 
refer to ? A. Frank Bernt. 

Q. Did you ever hear of the Plan of Employees’ Repre¬ 
sentation? A. Did I hear of it? Yes. sir. 

Q. Did you ever vote on the plan? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to this question and 
any further questions along this line on the grounds as we 
have stated, and I will be glad to restate, if you care for 
me to do so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, the record may show 

7065 the exception is noted, the reasons are the same as 
previously stated. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you hear the question? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever vote under the 
Plan? 

The Witness: Did I ever vote under the collecting, or the 
plant representative plan? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When was the last time yon voted? A. 
(>h, that is quite awhile ago now. 

Q. Did von vote in 1937? A. I don’t think I voted for 
that, though. I vote on the collective bargaining at that 
time. 

Q. What is that? A. I say, I don’t think I vote on that 
there plant representative in 1937. 

Q. Did you vote in 1936? A. Well, now, I wouldn’t say 
for sure. 

Q. Well, do you remember ever voting? A. Oh, yes. But 
T just couldn’t tell you the date. 

Q. Do you remember the year? A. No. 

Q. Have you ever been an employee representative? A. 

No, sir. 

7066 Q. What department did you say you worked in? 

A. Why, that comes under the pumping depart¬ 
ment. 

Q. You work in that department now? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that also called maintenance department? A. 
What ? 

Q. Is that also called the maintenance department? A. 
Maintainence ? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, I think that came under that, too. 

Q. Do you have an employee representative in your de¬ 
partment? A. In the mechanical department or mainte¬ 
nance department? 

Q. No, in the department in which you work. A. No, it is 
all under the one department, like. 

Q. Do you have an employee representative? A. In what 
vre call the mechanical department, yes, sir. 

Q. What is his name, do you know? A. No, I don’t know 
his name. 

Q. Well, do you recall when you did vote you voted in the 
plant? A. No, I didn’t vote—yes, up in the Franklin plant 
I voted, yes, but they come around to me "with a ballot 
box. 
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7067 Q. Was that while you were working? A. While 
I was w’orking, yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know’ who came around with the ballot box? 
A. I don’t know’ his name, it was some big tall fellow come 
there and they give me the ballot and I signed it and put ]Lt 
in the box and he went away about his business, then. 

Q. Did you ever attend any meetings under the plan? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever see any minutes? A. No, sir. | 

Q. How’ long did you say you had been working in thb 
Cambria plant? A. It is going on thirty-four years, thirty- 
four years, it will be thirty-four. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, just for the sake of keeping 
the record clear, I don’t believe that question is exactly ac¬ 
curate, because I don’t think witness has heretofore testi¬ 
fied as to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think he has. Well, a 
any rate, the question show’s that he— 

Mr. Rose: I asked the question. 

Mr. Broun: You asked him how long he had said he tha{ 
he had been working. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, tell us again, how long 

7068 have you been working in the Cambria plant? A. I 
started in 1904, it w’ill be thirty-four years in April. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How old are you, Mr. Burkhard? 
The Witness: I will be fifty-nine my next birthday. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further, Mr. Broun? 
Mr. Broun: No, Mr. Examiner, no questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you, Mr. 
Burkhard, you are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Moore: May w r e have a short recess, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

(Thereupon a short was taken, after which the proceed¬ 
ings w’ere resumed as follows:) 
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7069 Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you ready, Mr. 

Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Galagaza, will you take the stand, 
please? 

Joseph Galagaza a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Galagaza, will you give your 
name to the reporter, spelling both names, please? A. 
Joseph, J-o-s-e-p-h; Galagaza, G-a-l-a-g-a-z-a. 

Q. Where do you live, Mr. Galagaza? A. 236 Main 
Main Street, Franklin Boro. 

Q. Will you speak up just a little bit ? A. 236 Main Street, 
Franklin Boro. 

Q. Is that anywhere near the school building where the 
auditorium is in which the hearings in this case were held 
last September? A. It is about two blocks away. 

Q. Two blocks which way, farther away from Johns¬ 
town? A. Yes, sir, east. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean down towards the 
bridge ? 

The Witness: No, out towards the Wheel Plant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

7070 Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is farther away from 

Johnstown and the City buildings? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you employed at the present time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By whom ? A. Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q. In what department are you employed? A. The blast 
furnace department, in the ore yard division. 

Q. IIow long have you been employed by the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. Well, off and on since 1925. 

Q. About what was the date of the employment, when the 
employment began and which employment has been con¬ 
tinuous down to the present time? A. Since sometime in 
April, 1934. 

Q. Will you tell me, if you know’, the date on w’hich the 
strike began among the employees of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company? A. It happened on a Friday and when I looked 
the date up it comes on June 11th. 
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Q. June lltli? A. Friday, June 11th. 

7071 Q. What time of the day? A. It was in the evening, 
six or seven o’clock, I don't know when, it was when 

I heard of it. 

Q. When you heard of it? A. Yes. 

Q. But when did the strike begin, if you know? A. It 
didn’t begin till the following day, I imagine. 

Q. Did you work on Friday, June 11th? A. Yes. 

Q. What hours were you working on that day? A. Seven 
o’clock in the morning till three in the afternoon. 

Q. You left the mill to go home at what time on that day ? 
A. Three o’clock. | 

Q. And what gate of the plant do you use, or did you alt. 
that time use, coming in and going out? A. Well, Frankli i 
gate there on Main Street, T guess that is the Upper Frank¬ 
lin gate, they call it. 

Q. The Upper Franklin gate ? A. Yes. 

Q. In what plant w^ere you working? A. In what what? 
Q. What plant were you working in that Friday, that 
day, Friday? A. What plant ? , 

7072 Q. That is, what part of the plant ? A. Well, that 
blast furnace. 

Q. And where is that? A. That is in Franklin, that is 
the Franklin plant. 

Q. Franklin, part of the Franklin plant? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you hear the testimony today of Mr. Bulich? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you the man of whom he spoke as his friend? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. In other words, you are the Joe Galagaza whom he re¬ 
ferred to as his friend? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you work on Saturday, June 12th? A. Yes. 

Q. What hours? A. Seven in the morning till three in 
the afternoon. I was supposed to work till three o’clock. 

Q. Until three o’clock in the afternoon? A. That was my 
regular shift. 

Q. What do you mean by saving you were supposed to 
work? A. That was my regular day but my buddy never 
came out that afternoon and I worked right through in his 
place In other words, I quit at eleven o’clock that night, 
on Saturday. 
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7073 Q. That is, you worked from seven o’clock in the 
morning? A. In the morning. 

Q. Till eleven o’clock at night? A. That night, yes. 

Q. When you refer to your buddy, to whom did you 
refer? A. Well, I don't know his name, then, see— 

Q. Well, what do you mean? A. It is another job, we 
were all together there, but the fellow that relieved me 
came out, but then there was another fellow, that other job, 
that department came out, I took his place. They asked 
me whether I wanted to work or not. 

Q. So that vou staved in to take another man’s place? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What time did you come out of the plant on Saturday, 
then? A. Well, I should judge maybe about eleven-ten. 

Q. Will you describe to me what happened that night, if 
anything, as you came out or were coming out? A. Why, 
there was three of us, one fellow had a car, on Park Hill, 
a fellow by the name Teddy Vozink. 

Q. Would you spell that name? A. V-o-z-i-n-k. Believ¬ 
ing it safer to go out by car than walking out— 

7074 Mr. Shawe: I object to the characteriation of the 
surrounding— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Just tell us what you did. A. Well, 

Mike Bulich and mvself and the driver Teddv went out the 

* • 

Franklin gate, instead of going up Main Street, being a 
crowd there. We cut up across Bridge Street, that is a 
street alongside the fence. 

Q. That is, you turned in what direction as you came out ? 
A. Right, we went up as far as Spruce Street and we went 
the whole length of Spruce Street till we got to wliat is 
known as Dutch Town, but it is the other end of the town 
and on our way up Spruce Street there was a car. We 
didn’t know it was following us at the time. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, let him tell 
us what happened, please. 

The Witness: Well, I am telling you what happened. 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute, I am objecting, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, can I have a ruling on that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What was the ruling, Mr. Examiner? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I struck what he thought jwas 
following. Tell us what you saw, please. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I thought that— 

The Witness: As we were going up the street 

7075 there I saw a car in back of us. As we went c\ver 
the hill there, we went down the alley that I live, that 

is, we circled, went down that alley and we went down 
Spring Alley, and that whole block. 

As we went down that alley that car was still back of us. 
We went up that alley and came around again and the car 
was still behind us. 

We went around it once more and he went pretty fast 
and he went straight down Stone Alley, I believe that is 
where I live, and he left me off there. And I went home I 
imagine he— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner 
The Witness: He took— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read the last part of 
the answer ! 

Mr. Moore: May we find out— 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Beginning with “imagine,” tljiat. 
goes out. 

Mr. Moore: Well, you struck out— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Strike it out from that point on. 
The Witness: Do you want me to keep on ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

7076 The Witness: Well, there is nothing else that hap¬ 
pened that day outside of my wife was worried when 

1 came home, wondered why I didn’t— 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike out anything pertaining to 
his wife, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike the entire previous answer, 
no connection with anything, it is entirely immaterial, in¬ 
competent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, tell us, as well as you can, whit 
you saw when you were coming out of the gate; if the *o 
was a crowd there, tell us about it, tell us what you saw. 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, that is a 
leading question. Now, there is no purpose in even asking 
any further questions along that line. Respondents’ coun¬ 
sel has told him what was there. I move that further 
questions along that line be barred. 

Mr. Moore: He said as he came out there was a crowd in 
the street and he turned up. I have only used his own 
words. I am asking him to give me a little fuller picture 
of what he saw’. 

Mr. Shawe: As I recall he testimony of the witness Rab- 
ith, he already described what was going on at that 

7077 gate and I think this is mere repetition. 

Mr. Moore: What is the name of the witness he is 
talking about? 

Mr. Shawe: Babith. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know of any witness by that name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bulich, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Bulich, I an) sorry, I mispronounced the 
name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t let’s have this witness re¬ 
peat what the other witness told us about, please, Mr. 
Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I want to have the full story. I have 
tw*o witnesses to a particular incident, or in some instances, 
and on the objection of counsel for the Board T haven’t 
been able to get the full story from one. I want to get the 
full story from both. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, there is no necessity, Mr. Examiner, 
for going over and describing this same gate and the peo¬ 
ple at that gate again. 

Mr. Moore: If you will remember, the objection w*as 
made to the other witness testifying as to wiiat he saw* at 
the gate at one time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Shaw*e: The testimony of this witness clearly show’s 
that they wrere in the same car. 

7078 Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you go ahead and tell us 
wiiat you saw at that gate that night when you came out? 
A. You mean Saturday night? 

Q. Saturday night, yes. A. Saturday night ! 
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Q. Yes. A. Well, as we went out there we thought jve 
would get a good head start there as we were passing— 

Mr. Shawc: I object to the characterization and tfie 
thoughts of this witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you saw, please, 
Mr. Galagaza. 

The Witness: As we went up the hill I saw a crowd right 
in front of Main Street on the right handside as you go 
out, and in the front it was on the street there. As we 
passed by, there was quite a big crowd there, as we passed 
bv— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) Well, whv did vou turn to go up the 
hill ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to “why,” Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was the street, up Main Street, fillejl 
with the crowd? 

7079 Mr. Shawe: T object, Mr. Examiner, that is a lead¬ 
ing question and T submit that any further ques¬ 
tions along that line should be barred. Respondents’ coun¬ 
sel have told this witness what they wanted to testify to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you see any missiles of any kind 
thrown as you were coming out, or came out, of the gate 
that Saturday night? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: I object, Mr. Examiner, that is another lead¬ 
ing question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Mr. Shawe: Did the witness answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said “No, sir.” 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you work Sunday, June 13th? 
A. Yes. 

Q. What were your hours of work that day? A. Seven 
o'clock in the morning until three in the afternoon? 

Q. Do you remember anything particular about leaving 
the plant that day and going home ? A. Yes. 

Q. What time did you leave the plant, about? A. 

7080 Jt was after three o’clock, I imagine, I started to 
to leave after three, but I didn’t leave right away. 
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Q. About how long after three did you start to leave? 
A. I guess it was maybe two or three minutes, then I started 
on my way up, I usually walked to the gate. 

Q. And that is the Upper Franklin Gate ? A. That is the 
Upper Franklin Gate. 

Q. Now, will you go ahead and tell us what you did and 
what you saw? A. Well, I started out to go home. As I 
was approaching the Upper Franklin Gate I seen two cars 
parked there. As I got closer I seen, it was warm that day, 
and I seen men’s shirt sleeves rolled up and white all over, 
from about the gate up to Locust Street, a mass of people 
there. 

T didn’t see anybody attempting to go out, so I stayed in 
there, just people veiling, 'and you would think it was a 
mob going wild. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, I submit that 
it should be stricken as to what the mob was doing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The last goes out. 

The Witness: And it was about, right after I got there, 
why, there was. I believe two colored fellows, there may 
have been three, I don’t recollect, but they started out, to 
get out, and the crowd, it seemed, swarmed all over 
them. 

7081 Mr. Shawe: I object to what the crowd seemed, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

The Witness: And this one colored fellow ran up along 
the gate there and T didn’t see him any more, but the other 
one tried to get up in that empty lot there. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is opposite the gate? A. Oppo¬ 
site the gate. In the meantime, there was a policeman try¬ 
ing to get the crowd away from him. The crowd was hitting 
them and everything else, and the policeman took him along 
with him. Wherever be took him, I don’t know. 

Q. Did vou see anv missiles thrown that afternoon ? A. 
Yes, I did*. 

Mr. Shawe: T object to the question, Mr. Examiner, it is 
leading. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Fan you give me any idea as to the 
number? 

Mr. Shawe: If you know. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, don’t tell me what you don’t know. 

The Witness: Well, I seen them thrown, I couldn’t ex¬ 
actly tell you one by one how many were thrown. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, were there a few or many? 
A. There was many. 

7082 Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the 
question is absolutely meaningless. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you see any bricks thrown as w|ell 
as stones? A. As far as I know— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, there hasn’t been any testi¬ 
mony that he saw any stones. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What kind of missiles were they you 
saw thrown ? A. Well, they were stones, whether they were 
bricks, broken or not, I don’t know, but they were stones, 
I could see that. I was close enough to it. 

Q. Can you give me any idea how large the crowd was 
there that afternoon? A. I couldn’t give you the exa^t 
number, but the crowd was from the gate up to LocuM 
Street there, Locust and Main. 

Q. That is, filled Main Street from the gate up to Locust 
Street ? A. And some up on Bridge Street, too, as far as 
T could see. 

Q. Do you mean that there were people in the street as 
well as on the sidewalk? A. Yes. 

7083 Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of these ques¬ 
tions, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he said the street was filled, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, and I am trying to find out what is meant by being 
filled. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Why not ask him? All right, gi> 


ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you see any stones thrown a 
automobiles that day? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the question 
has already been asked and answered before. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : He may answer. 

The Witness: When we went out, yes, there was no auto¬ 
mobiles going out till we started out. 

Mr. Moore: Will you read the last answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you see where the stones dropped? 
A. In the car ahead and in the one I was riding in, yes. 

Q. Well, now, will you explain to me just what happened? 
A. Well, we waited there, I guess it was getting on to four 
o’clock, maybe it was a little after four, it was about that, 
and I met a fellow there that worked in the open hearth. 
He told me he would take me home. He lives in Cone- 
maugh. 

7084 Bo four or five drivers got together and said they’d 
storm out and break the crowd on the street to get 

by. So that is what we done. I got in this fellow’s car. 
There was about three cars ahead of me, three or four, I 
imagine. We started out. 

As we were going up Locust Street, up Main Street, 
rather, before we hit Locust, why, there was stones hitting 
all over the car. He had part of his side window, I guess 
that is on the door, that was broken. I don’t know when or 
how, and one came in through there and hit the side of the 
car, a few. 

And then as we got up to Locust and Main, the crowd 
swarmed in and blocked us from going right up to Main 
Street. 

He was going full speed so he cut around, went down Lo¬ 
cust. went down to River Avenue, I guess, the boulevard 
there. I looked back and they stopped a car in back of us. 
Whatever they done after that, I don’t know. 

Q. Where did you go? A. I went down to Wood vale, 
and that road next to the American Stores there, there is a 
road that leads to Conemaugh, a dirt road up through 
there, and he took me to Conemaugh. He lives there. His 
wife met him. 

He told me he couldn’t take me home because he would 
have to cross the Conemaugh Franklin Bridge, and 

7085 that is only about two blocks away from Locust 
Street there on Main, and he told me he would take 

me down as far as the V. M. C. A., it is now, at Conemaugh, 
let me off there, crossed across the railroad tracks. That 
is, T went down over tin* bank, took my shoes off, my socks, 
crossed the river there. The river wasn’t too deep. I put 
them back on. 

By that time it was getting nightfall. I went on home. 
I just lived about two blocks up. 
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Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Cross-examine. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike all the testimony given jby 
this witness as entirely immaterial, irrelevant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand for what it] is 
worth. 

Cross-Examination 


Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How do you pronounce your nanjie, 
Galagaza ? A. Galagaza. 

Q. Galagaza. Mr. Galagaza, you say you were going 
full speed, how fast would that be? A. Well, as full speed 
as you could go, to go around the curve to go up hill. 

Q. Well, would you say forty miles an hour? A. Ncjt, 
not right off there at that curve there, no. 

7086 Q. Well— A. Because there is a gate there. 

Q. Well, how fast were you going when you we ire 

going full speed? A. I never looked at the speedometer. 

Q. Pretty fast, wasn’t it? A. Not pretty fast, going 
around that bend, no, I would say maybe 25. 

Q. 25 miles an hour? A. 30 miles, 25 or 30, till we got— 
Q. Going around the bend? A. Not around the bend, 
around the gate. 

Q. Around the gate? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, what did you mean when you said you werj? 
going full speed? A. Well, as full speed as you could g<b 
when you are going around the gate there, to avoid a 
crack-up or something. 

Q. When you were going out of the gate, you were going- 
25 miles an hour? A. I would judge that, I don’t drive a 
car, I couldn’t judge distances on a car anyway, to be cor¬ 
rect. 

Q. Did you hit any one when you came out? A. No, the! 
crowd broke up as they seen our car coming. 

7087 Q. If the crowd hadn’t broken up, you would have 
run over them, though, wouldn’t you? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, T object to that, Mr. Examiner, it 
means— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When you say you looked back, you 
will correct me if I am wrong, you saw them stop the car 
in back of you, is that correct? 
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Mr. Moore: I don't remember any such testimony. 

The "Witness: Not then, I mean the day after that, this 
is what you are questioning at eleven o’clock Saturday 
night? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, the day after, when you 
looked back and you saw them stop a car. 

"Mr. Moore: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, there isn't 
any such testimony in the record. 

Mr. Shawe: There is, Mr. Examiner, and T wrote it down 
word for word, when this witness testified that he looked 
back and he saw them stop the car back of them, whatever 
happened after that, the witness said he didn’t know. 

Mr. Moore: Well, tell them what time you are talking 
about. 

Mr. Shawe: The witness told us the time. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, he is first talking 

7088 about coming out of the car in daylight, turning 
over Locust Street; now he says he stopped to look 

at the car, stopped and saw the car back of him. There 
isn’t any such testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall any such testi¬ 
mony, Mr. Galagaza? 

The Witness: The only testimony, I thought, I think he 
is referring to eleven o’clock that night, whenever we went 
full speed up Bridge Street to go home, that car was fol¬ 
lowing, what he relates now, he means Sunday afternoon, 
when I seen that car stop behind. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, that was Sunday afternoon ? 
A. That was Sunday afternoon, yes. 

Q. June 13th: 7 A. Well, eleven, twelve—I guess it was 
the 13th. 

Q. Who stopped the car? A. The crowd back there, I 
was— 

Q. Well, how do you know that? A. Well, when I was 
on Locust Street there, I could see that. 

Q. You—you were in another car, weren’t you? A. Oer- 
tainlv, but vou could look in back of the car. 

Q. Well, how do you know that the car didn’t stop, the 
person who was driving the car didn’t stop to speak to a 
friend or something? A. Well, there was quite a few 

7089 friends around that car then. 
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Q. Well, it is possible a person could have had quite 
a few friends, is that correct? A. Might have been, 
but there couldn ’t have been that many. 

Q. You don’t know whether any one stopped the car o|r 
not, do you? A. They stopped it, all right. 

Q. How do you know that? A. Well, when the crowjl 
swarmed all around it and the car was following us out 
the gate, naturally they must have stopped them. 

Q. Well, but you don’t know that as a matter of fact, 
do you? A. I know that when I read the newspapers, the 
following day, yes. 

Q. That is why you knew it, because you read it in the 
newspapers? A. No, but I seen it, I have seen it, and 1 
know what happened afterwards, I didn’t stop to ask ques¬ 
tions what happened there. 

Q. You say you have been working regularly since 1934, 
is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

7090 Q. When was the last time you worked? A. Last 

night. | 

Q. How many days did you work last week? A. Four. 

Q. Four days? How many days did you work the week 
before last? A. Well, we worked three and off three, that 
is how wc work, the weeks, we get three, and four weeks we 
get four—or three weeks we get four. 

Q. Now, I believe you said you have been working off 
and on since 1925? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you work during 1933? A. No, sir. 

Q. So actually, you have only been working continuously 
since 1934? A. Yes. 

Q. And, you are still working, is that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. Andbodv in your department laid off recently? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Any of them been laid off who were doing the same 
kind of work you are doing? A. Same kind of work I was 
doing at the time or now? At the time of the strike, you 
mean? 

7091 Q. Is there any one in your department doing the 
same kind of work that you do now? A. Yes, there | 

is, none of them have been laid off, not doing the same kind 
of work that I done at that time. 

Q. Has anybody in your depai'tment been laid off who 
has been working for the company longer than you have? 
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Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, I object to this, I don’t 
know what the purpose of it is; it seems to me to attempt 
to prove discrimination which I think you have ruled is 
not in the case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: I think it affects the eredibilitv of the wit- 
ness, certainly, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: : He may answer. 

The Witness: Ask me that question again. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, has any one who has been 
laid off reeentlv, any senioritv over you? I think vou will 
probably understand that. A. No, sir. 

Q. They haven’t? A. No, sir. May I go a little further 
than that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, go ahead. 

The Witness: There is still quite a few working 
7092 there that has under two years’ service in our de¬ 
partment that has been hired the last time they had 
this boom, quite a few in the blast furnace department. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) They are still working? A. They 
are still working. 

Q. You say they were hired the last time they had what? 
A. The last time that, right after the flood, whenever that 
was, when things started picking up. 

Q. There are also a lot of men who have been laid off and 
who have been working for the company longer than you, 
is that correct? A. Not that I— 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, T object to this, I don’t see 
that this has any bearing upon the credibility of this wit¬ 
ness. T haven’t asked him about discrimination, it is en- 
tirely aside from direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, don’t go too far with it, 
Mr. Shawe, let’s get through with this. 

Mr. Shawe: Would you mind reading the witness’ last 
answer? 

(The reporter repeated the last questions and answers 
as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Can you answer that last question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 
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The Witness: I don’t know what it is. 

7093 Mr. Shawe: I will rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have there been any men 
regardless of the department that they work in, who have 
been working for the company longer than you have, who 
have been laid off recently? 

Mr. Moore: I object to the question, Mr. Examiner, for 
the further reason that, there is no wav that this witness 
would know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The company has laid off a lot (\f 
men recently, have they not? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that also. This witness has n|o 
way to know whether they have or they have not. 

Mr. Shawe: He may know, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he knows he can tell us, go 
ahead. 

The Witness: There has been some laid off in our de¬ 
partment, that is all I can say. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You don’t know whether they have 
been laid off in any other department or not? A. I hav<fe 
heard, certainly. 

Q.Who told you to come here today? A. Why— 

Mr. Moore: I object to that unless we understand wha; 
he means by— 

7094 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one ask you to cornel 


to come here and testify today? A. They asked me 
if I was willing. 

Q. Who asked you? A. Lately, or— 

Q. Yes, lately? A. Mr. Moore. 

Q. Did anybody ask you prior to that, prior to when Mr. 
Moore asked you ? A. Why, last October, I believe it was, 
why, I took my friend down there and gave an account 
of what happened to him. 

Q. What friend are you referring to? A. Mr. Bulich. 

Q. Who? A. Mr. Bulich, the fellow that was beat up. 

Q. You gave an account of what happened to you through 
Mr. Bulich ? A. Not through Mr. Bulich, I went down with 
him. 

Q. Went down where? A. Down to the general office. 

Q. Who was there? A. We seen Mr. Sid Evans. 
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Q. That is the Mr. Evans who is sitting there at 

7095 the table? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who else was there? A. I believe Mr. Rob¬ 
erts walked in and out. 

Q. Who is Mr. Roberts? ; A. I think he is the, something 
there anyway, he was in the office there, anyway, he had 
an office next to it, I believe. 

Q. Do you know what position Mr. Evans holds with the 
company? A. He is the head of the Plan Representation, 
I guess, or something like that, I don’t know, that is what 
he has on the window. 

Q. He has on the window, you say? A. Leading into 
the, his office. 

Q. Who asked you to go to Mr. Evans’ office? A. Well, 
we were having his knee attended to down there, and the 
hurt, instead of going to the doctor and paying that dollar 
and a half for relief, we figured we might as well get— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute, let him finish. 

Mr. Moore: Let him finish. 

The Witness: When we got through, they told me they 
want him to go to the general office to make an account of 
it, after it gets well. We went down there, they had a sec¬ 
retary, Mr. Evans’ secretary, they wrote everything 

7096 down, what really happened, and they asked us if we 
were willing to testify in case we were called, we 

said, “Yes,” that is how come we got here. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you hear of the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees’ Representation ? A. What do you mean, did I ever 
hear? 

Q. Did you ever hear of it? A. We have a Plan Repre¬ 
sentation in the mill. 

Q. Did you ever vote under the Plan? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever join the Plan? A. I don’t know what 
you mean by join, no. 

Q. I mean, did you ever sign an application card to join 
the Plan ? A. I guess every time you vote, why, you are 
in the Representation Plan. 

Q. Is that the only way you are in it? A. The only vray I 
know. 

Q. What do you mean by being in it? A. Being part of 
it, I would imagine, if you have any grievance. 

Q. Are you a representative? A. No, sir. 
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7097 Q. Wliat part arc you of the representative plan '! 
A. I imagine I am a part, if I have a complaint or so 

to make and he takes it up with the right sources, I imag¬ 
ine. 

Mr. Moore: I assume, Mr. Examiner, that all this, it :s 
understood that all this testimony goes in over my objec¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: The same as I made in the case of ever|y 
other witness, along the same lines, testimony along th|e 
same lines. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling, exception is noted. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Suppose you don’t have, let’s as¬ 
sume that you don’t have a complaint, do you play any 
other part in the plan? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I object to that, purely hypothetical. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained as to the form of the 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Aside from complaints, what other 
part do you play under the plan of Employee Representa¬ 
tion? A. Well, I know where I worked at, we had tw(j> 
raises, they got for us outside of the general raises. 

Q. What part did you have ? What part did you play in 
getting those raises? A. We signed a petition, the work+ 
men working on the job. 

7098 Q. Did you ever attend any meetings held under 
the plan? Is your answer No? A. Yes, no. 

Q. Did you ever see any minutes posted under the plan? 
A. I seen minutes posted of the meetings, yes. 

Q. Where did you see them posted? A. The rule that was 
posted on the door, on the shanty, nailed on. 

Q. Bethlehem Steel Company shanty? A. I guess it is 1 
their shanty, it is in the ore yard. 

Q. Did you ever pay dues to the plan? A. No, sir. 

Q. When was the last time you saw minutes on the door 
of the shanty? A. Well, it is either in the last month of 
’36 or either in the first part of January, somewhere along 
there, months of December and January. 

Q. What year? 

Mr. Moore: W T ait a minute. December of ’36 and Jan- 
uarv ’37? 


3692 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


The Witness: I don’t know which month it was, the out- 
coming year and the incoming year. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You haven’t seen any minutes since 
then? A. No, sir. 

7099 Q. And you, did you vote in 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. Where did you vote? A. At the millwright 
shanty there, that is No. 7 blast furnace, underneath the hot 
stoves, blast furnace hot stoves. 

Q. Did you vote in the plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. During working hours ? A. No, sir. 

Q. You didn’t vote during working hours? A. No, sir. 

Q. When did you vote? A. Going home. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Keep your voice up, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you vote in 1936? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you vote during working hours? A. I always 
voted either going to work or coming from work. 

Q. Did any one ever come around with a ballot, the bal¬ 
lot box and ask you if you had voted ? A. Not to me. 

Q. To vote? Now, since you have been working for the 
company, I believe you said you started in 1925. Have you 
ever voted outside of the plant? A. What do you 

7100 mean “voted outside of the plant”? 

Q. I mean have you always voted in the plant? 

Mr. Moore: Well, let’s make it clear, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean under the plan? 

Mr. Shawe: Under the plan, yes, sir. 

The Witness: I always voted inside. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Inside the plant of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. Yes, sir, so far as I remember, that 
far back. 

Q. With reference to where you work, will you tell us 
where the voting booths were located? A. Well,— 

Mr. Moore: Well, just a moment, please. He has testi¬ 
fied as to the general location, as I understand it, in 1936, 
if it is any other year, may we specify what year? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, in 1937, I believe you voted in 
March, tell us just where the voting booths were located. 
A. Well, I just mentioned the millwright shanty, under¬ 
neath No. 7 hot stoves. 

Q. What is the millwright shanty? A. Well, that is where 
the millwrights keep their tools and all. 
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Q. Any other offices near there? A. It is no omce, 

7101 they just have tools there and they have an [oil 
shanty right next to it, where they have different 

kinds of oil. I 

Q. Do you know Mr. Salem the new burgess of Franklin 
Boro? A. I do. | 

Q. Have you had any conversations with him with refer¬ 
ence to your testimony ? A. Not about the testimony, no| 

Q. Did you ever tell him about what you spoke about helre 
today? A. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, you are excused. 
(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Bennett. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, what is that nam^, 
please? 

Mr. Ford: The last name is Bennett. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank vou. 

7102 Samuel Bennett a witness called by and on behalf 
of the Respondents, being first duly sw’orn, was ex¬ 
amined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your first name, Mr. Bennett 
A. Samuel. 

Q. Where do you live? A. No. 4 Nutmeg Court, Cone- 
maugh. 

Mr. Rose: No. 4 what? 

The Witness: No. 4 Nutmeg Court, Conemaugh. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you live at that address in June, 
1937. A. I did not, no. 

Q. Where did you live at that time? A. R.D. 2, Johns-] 
town, Solomon Run Road. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: R.D. 2 Solomon Run Road ? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Are you married, Mr. Bennett? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you any children? A. Yes. 

Q. How many children have you ? 
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Mr. Rose: I object that, Mr. Examiner, what does this 
matter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

7103 The Witness: Seven living. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What was your occupation in 
June, 1937 ? A*. Truck driver. 

Q. Did vou drive for vourself or somebody else? A. My¬ 
self. 

Q. What is your occupation at the present time? A. 
Truck driver. 

Q. How long have you been a truck driver? A. Fourteen 

vears. 

• 

Q. Have you ever been employed by Bethlehem Steel 
Company or any other corporation operating the Cambria 
plant in Johnstown? A. No, sir. 

Q. Apart from your occupation as truck driver, Mr. Ben¬ 
nett, have you any church connections? A. I do. 

Mr. Rose: I object to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that question? 

Mr. Ford: Church connection, church affiliations? 

Mr. Rose: What has that— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Are you affiliated with a church in any 
way? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The first part of the ques¬ 
tion. 

7104 (The reporter read the first part of the last ques¬ 
tion as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Are you affiliated with any church, Mr. 
Bennett? A. I am. 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner, what does this— 
Trial Examiner Bloom : I assume Mr. Ford has some¬ 
thing in mind. 

Mr. Ford: We are certainly entitled to show, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, who this man is. 

Mr. Rose: Does that show who he is? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Ford, as 1 recall it— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Can you tell us what those affiliations 
are, Mr. Bennett? A. Yes, I am deacon of Mt. Sinai Bap¬ 
tist Church of Conemaugh, and also the clerk of said 
church. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat the answer, please. 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Have you any other position with 
the church besides that of deacon ? 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, I object. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has told us he is also 

7105 the clerk. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, in addition to clerk? A. 
No, I am one of the building committee. 

Q. How long have you been deacon of that church, Mr. 
Bennett? A. Since the summer of 1923. 

Mr. Rose: May I know what the witness has been looking 
at in his hand? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have a card? 

The Witness: Yes, sir; yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I would say that this is in 
the general nature of a business card, “S.B. Bennett & 
Sons, General Hauling, - 9 it has no relevancy. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Where were you on Friday, June lltli, 
1937, Mr. Bennett ? A. I were at home. 

Q. Is that your home in the country? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you recall where you were on Saturday, June 12th? 
A. Yes, I can, in the morning, I delivered papers out for 
which I made a trip to Franklin Boro about noon. 

Q. Can you tell us what part of Franklin Boro you visited 
at noon on Saturday, June 12th? A. Well, I came down 
Bridge Street, turning in Spring Alley, stopping at th(j‘ 
homo of Mr. Robert Taylor. 

7106 Q. Could you describe for us Mr. Bennett, the di¬ 
rection of Bridge Street with reference to Mail] 

Street in Franklin Boro? A. Bridge Street runs south up 
the hill from the main entrance of the gate. 

Q. Is that the upper gate, is it? A. Yes. 

Q. And with reference to Bridge Street in what direction 
does Main Street run? A. East. 

Q. So that the upper gate is at the intersection of Main 
Street and Bridge Street? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, how far from the gate is Spring Alley? A. I 
will say approximately four hundred yards. 

Q. Is the gate visible from the home that you visited at 
that time? A. Yes, it is. 
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Q. Did you have occasion to look in the direction of the 
upper gate? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you visited the home at that time? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What did you see? A. I saw a number of people lurk¬ 
ing around. 

7107 Q. Could you estimate the number of people? A. 
About fifty at that time. 

Q. When did you leave that home? A. Oh, I didn’t stay 
there more than an hour, when I left and went over to Cone- 
maugh. 

Q. How long did you stay in Conemaugh? A. Well, pos¬ 
sibly two hours. 

Q. Did you return to Franklin then? A. Through Frank¬ 
lin and Johnstown and back to my home in the country. 

Q. What time did you pass through Franklin on your way 
home that day? A. At two o’clock. 

Q. Were you at Franklin at any time that day or evening 
after that ? A. In the evening, yes. 

Q. What time was that? A. Oh, 1 went to Franklin about 
ten o'clock in the evening. 

Q. What part of Franklin did you go to ? A. I stopped at 
the home of Mr. Taylor, j 

Q. Now, a minute ago, Mr. Bennett, you told me that Mr. 
Taylor’s home was four hundred yards from the gate, is 
that a correct estimate ? A. I said the Spring Alley 

7108 was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Spring Alley was four 
hundred yards. 

The Witness: Was four hundred yards. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t recall that you asked 
him how far Mr. Taylor’s home was. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) All right, how far from the gate is Mr. 
Taylor’s home? A. Oh, it is about, I will say two hundred 
and fifty. 

Q. What, feet or yards? A. Yards. 

7109 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Bennett, do you know where 
the laboratory of the Bethlehem Steel Company in 

Franklin is situated? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. "Where, with reference to Bridge Street, is the labora¬ 
tory? A. The laboratory sits between, the laboratory sit at 
the corner of Spruce, leading down Bridge Street. 
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Q. How close to Bridge Street is the laboratory? A. 
Well, the laboratory, I’d say, not more than ten feet f|om 
Bridge Street. 

Q. Is there anything between the laboratory and the 
street? A. Mill fence. 

Q. How far is Mr. Taylor's home from the laboratory? 
A. Well, I would say possibly 500 yards. 

Q. Did you have occasion to look in the direction of the 
Main Franklin Gate, that evening, the evening of Saturday, 
June 12tli? A. Yes. 

Q. What did you see? A. Oh, I saw a great crowd of peo¬ 
ple down there, about eleven o’clock in the evening. 

Q. Did you hear anything coming from the crowd? A. 
Oh, a lot of yelling. 

7110 Q. Do you remember any of the things that w^re 
said? A. Oh, they were hollering, “Scabs,” if it wlas 

a white person they would call him “scab,” and if it wlas 
a colored, they would call him, “Black scabs.” 

Q. How’ long did you stay there Saturday evening? A. 
Until about 11:30. 

Q. Where did you go then ? A. I went to my home in the 
country. 

Q. Were you in Franklin on Sunday, June 13, 1937? A. I 
was. 

Q. What time did you first arrive in Franklin on th^it 
day? A. 1 passed through Franklin about ten o’clock in 
the morning. 

Q. Were you alone? A. No, accompanied by my -wife. 

Q. Were you driving? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember the streets in Franklin that you 
traveled on at that time? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, I don’t • 
see what bearing it has, the streets. 

Mr. Ford: I am trying to show where the man was at that 
time. 

7111 Mr. Rose: Ask him where he was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, 1 will let him answer 
the question, go ahead. 

The Witness: Down Bridge Street leading up Main, thei|i 
to Conemaugh. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Ford) Did von pass the main Franklin Gate? 
A. I did*. 
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Q. Was there any one at the gate at that time? A. No 
no one more than the watchman. 

Q. How long did you stay in Conemaugh? A. Well I 

around ***■ service and 1 left Conemaugh 

around 1:30, coming back to Franklin. 

TayWs dt ° What Part ° f Franklindidj 0Ureturn? A ' Mr - 

Q. Did you go back to Conemaugh? A. I did. 

Q. Very shortly after that? A. Yes. 

Q. And then did you come back to Franklin ? A. Yes. 
y. W hat time did you get back to Franklin from Cone- 
maugh the second time that day? A. A quarter after two. 

7 iio -\r- ; * ? re did you £°- A. I took my wife and the 
tU - tor’s wife to Mr. Taylor and then I went down 

to the home of Mr. Cris Perry. 

Q. Now, could you tell us where Mr. Cris Perry's home 

is. A. \ es I can, that is the first house facing Main Street 
iroiii the mill gate. 

Q. Could you spell Mr. Perry’s name for us? A. You 
mean the last name? 

Q. Yell, the first name and the last name? A. Cris 
C-r-i-s, Perry, P-e-r-r-y. ’ ’ 

Q. Could you tell us to what part of Mr. Perrv’s home- 

yon went at that time? A. The front porch 
Q Now, with reference to the main Franklin gate, where 
is the front porch of his home situated? A. It is facing 
Mam Street at the gate—and the gate sets left from the 
gate, 1 mean, the gate sets on the left side from the porch. 

Q. Is there any building or anything else to obstruct the 
view between the porch and the gate? A. No. 

Q. Now can you tell us what you saw when vou first ar¬ 
rived on Mr. Perry's porch at the gate? A. Well, there 

' va f*'t anything more than a great number of people 
1113 and— 1 

Q. Could you estimate the number of people? A 
Oh, at that time I’d say a thousand or more. 

Q. Now, could you tell us what happened between the 
time that you arrived there and three o’clock Sunday af¬ 
ternoon? A. Well, during the time we were standing oil the 
porch I will sav fifteen minutes of three, a white man came 
down Mam Street going to the gate, I don’t know whether 
he got off the street car, or he was walking, so he got about 
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middle way to the power house, and I heard the yelling land 
they all turned to that direction and shortly after that he 
was stopped about midway to the power house. 

They, the whole entire crowd, managed to get to him, to 
crowd him, got ahold to him and beat him, took his work 
clothes that he had in his arm and tore them apart and 
throw them in the street, then took his lunch and throw 
them out, throw that out into the street. 

After that, why, the officer, Mr. Buchan, reached the sc|ene 
and he got ahold of this man and took him back to the |en- 
trance of the parking lot and put him by the side of the prill 
fence and there he went around and come on in the mill. 

Q. Could you tell how many people in the crowd took part 
in this beating? A. Oh, as many as could get abound 
him. 

7114 Q. Did they say anything to him? A. Oh, all tljat 
I could hear was to 4 ‘get him, get him, he is nothing 

but a scab, get him.” 

Q. How long did this beating last? A. Oh, I would say 
three minutes before the officer came. 

Q. Now, at three o’clock, was the crowd larger or smaller 
than it was when you first arrived? A. Very much largerj 

Q. Well, was it getting larger or was it getting smaller? 
A. Continuously, yes. 

Q. Was the crowd making any noise ? A. Very much, y<^s. 

Q. Could you describe the noise for us? A. Well, when¬ 
ever a workman would pass by in the mill, why— 

Mr. Bose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is not re¬ 
sponsive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what the noise sounded 
like. 

The Witness: Why, the women, men and children were 
hollering “scabs” wherever the mill men would pass by 
working and— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, “whenever the mill men 
passed by.” 

7115 Trial Examiner Bloom : It may stand. 

The Witness: And they would be calling them 
“scabs” and all such as that and they were just yelling to 
the tip of their voice. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Ford) How many people would you estimate 
were in the crowd at three o’clock or shortly thereafter? 
A. More than fifteen hundred. 

Q. Did you hear any vile language at that time ? 

Mr. Hose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, he already 
asked the question, asked what the crowd said and the man 
described what the crowd said. The question is also lead¬ 
ing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain it, I will sustain the 
objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you know a man by the name of 
Taylor King? A. I do, yes. 

Q. How long have you known him? A. Since I have been 
in Franklin. 

Q. Do you know how old he is ? A. I would say approxi¬ 
mately GO, from 6S to 70 years old. 

Q. Where is he employed, if you know? A. Bethlehem 
Steel. 

7116 Q. Where was he employed on this Sunday that we 
are speaking of, if you know ? A. Bethlehem Steel. 

Mr. Bose: Oh, Mr. Examiner, is this man guessing now, 
or does he know ? He has already guessed at the man’s age. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How long have you known this man in 
years, Mr. Bennett ? A. This coming April will be 17 years. 

Mr. Ford: Now, he is certainly competent— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I said he may answer. 

Mr. Ford: Oh, T am sorry. 

Q. (By Mi*. Ford) Did you see Mr. King that Sunday 
afternoon? A. I did, yes. 

Q. At what time did you first see him? A. About ten 
minutes after three o'clock. 

Q. Where was he at that time? A. He was coming off the 
three o’clock shift inside of the mill gate. 

Q. How far from the mill gate ? A. I would say 50 yards. 

Q. Well, now, can you tell us just what happened for the 
next 15 or 20 minutes? A. Well, as he approached 

7117 the gate it seems that he went to the box and dropped 
a card in. He had his lunch— 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, 1 move to strike, ‘‘it seems.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 


i 
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The Witness: He dropped a card in the box and came on 
out. He stopped and said something to the watchman and 
he turned right toward his home, outside of the mill gate, 
and shortly after he got outside of the gate, I would $ay 
about ten or fifteen feet, why, two men approached him, 
stopped him and there they conversed for about a minute 
or so. 

All at once, why, I heard somebody say, 6 6 Yon God-dapm 
black scab.’’ And at that time 1 saw his lunch bucket w<|,nt 
up, and the crowd commenced going on him and hollering, 
“Get him, get him.” And he went down and when he went 
down, why, previous to that I said to the gentleman stand¬ 
ing by Mr. Perry, I said— 

Mr. Rose: I object to what he said to the gentleman stand¬ 
ing by. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you saw, Mr. Ben¬ 
nett, please. 

The Witness: Well, when they knocked him down t 
crowd commenced getting on him. I jumped over the porth 
on the ground and got a piece of board one by four, about 
four feet long and went around the crowd around by 
7118 the mill fence and got to them. And just as I reached 
him, why, he was down, scuffling for something out |)f 
his bosom. All at once he flashed a gun and when he flashed 
the gun, why, the crowd got back and I said to him, I said, 
“Don’t shoot it, Uncle Taylor.” | 

He said, “God-damn it, Brother Bennett it is a good 
thing you are here, 1 will shoot every one that bothers me.” 

I said, “Don’t shoot it, I am here,” and at that time tl^e 
crowd got back and 1 commenced wielding that board and 
1 got the crowd off of him and the officer came and got the 
gun. 

He asked for the gun and 1 said, “give it to him, Unclje 
Taylor,” and he gave the gun up and as soon as he gavp 
the gun up and the officer took the gun and walked away) 
then the crowd commenced crowding in on me. 

Why, of course, I defended myself with the board. 

Q. When you reached Taylor King’s side, how many peo 
pie were around him, approximately? A. Oh, I would say 
five hundred or more than that, as many as could get to him. 

Q. What were they doing? A. Well, they were beating 1 
him and kicking him until they saw that gun. 
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Q. How high is the porch on which you were stand- 
7110 ing with reference to tlie ground at the mill gate? A. 

About six feet. 

Q. How did you get from the porch to the ground? A. I 
jumped over the bannister. 

Q. Did any other colored people beside yourself come 
down from a house or from the house that you were at, or 
the neighboring houses, to the mill gate? A. Yes, sir, they 
did. 

Q. Could you tell us how many did that ? A. Well, I would 
say about fifty or more. 

Q. And what happened after they came down? A. Why, 
after they came down it was a general fight. 

Q. What was used in the fight as weapons, if anything? 
A. Xot any more than the stick that I had. 

Q. Well, who participated in the fight beside the colored 
people? A. A number of whites, women and children. 

Q. How long did that last? A. I would say from about 
three to five minutes. 

Q. Were there any missiles used in the fight? A. Stones 
thrown. 

Q. Could you give us an estimate of the number? A. No, 
I could not, I do remember one, the one that struck me on 
the head. 

Q. Whereabouts on the head were you struck, Mr. 
712*0 Bennett? A. In the temple. 

Q. After you were struck on the head, what did you 
do? A. Why, at that time, why, my wife and a couple of 
other people got to me and I went up to Mr. Taylor’s porch. 

Q. And what happened then? A. Why, I went inside and 
changed clothes where they were torn and my shirt and all 
was torn and— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike this out, Mr. Examiner, I 
don’t see how this has any bearing at all, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Ford: It is competent, relevant and material. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It has almost as much bearing 
as the original story has. Go ahead. 

The Witness: I went into Mr. Taylor’s and changed 
clothes and she dressed the wound, my wife did, on my 
head. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you describe the wound on vour 
head? A. Oh, it was a cut about an inch long, pretty deep. 
Q. Did it bleed any? A. A good bit, yes. 

7121 Q. (By Mr. Ford) What did the crowd that had 
been standing at the gate, or the vicinity of the (mill 

gate, do after the fight? A. They went back down to the 
gate where they was at first. 

Q. How t long did they stay there? A. Well, I would say 
about around 3:30 to four o’clock they disbanded. 

Q. Were you in Franklin on the afternoon of Monday, 
June 14th, the following day ? A. Yes, I was. 

Q. What time did you arrive in Franklin that afternoon? 
A. At two o’clock. j 

Q. How did you happen to be there at that time? A. 
Well, my son went to work on Monday morning and so I 
was to see, I wanted to see whether he w T as coming out or 
not, and see as to whether he would be molested. 

Q. Did you see him ? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. At that time ? A. Yes, not at that time, at three o’clock 
shift, he came out of the mill. I 

Q. Was anybody with him? A. A number of boys, 

7122 yes. | 

Q. What is your son’s name, Mr. Bennett? A. 

James. 

Q. Did you recognize any boys that were with your son, 
Mr. Bennett ? A. Oh, I recognized the Cashew boy—Combs 
and Davis— 

Q. Were they all colored boys? A. Yes, all was colored 
Q. Where did you first see your son and these other bojrs 
that afternoon, where were they, I mean when you first saw 
them? A. Coming down the road leading from the cokje 
plant to the entrance of the gate. | 

Q. And can you tell us what you saw and heard after yoji 
first saw- them ? A. Well, it seemed as if they, when I firsjt 
saw them— 

Mr. Rose: I object to what “it seemed”, Mr. Examiner. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what is the— 

The Witness: I don’t know what they was clubs, or some¬ 
thing, but when they reached the gate the watchman—I 
don’t know whether the watchman or the State cop—but 
one of them—the two of them—made them put them—made 
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them put them down—then they came out bare-handed, with 
the exception of lunch buckets, and they crossed Bridge 
Street leading between the houses to Spring Alley, and as 
they crossed the street and the State cop was behind them, 
the crowd, I guess about five hundred, went up 

7123 Bridge Street and down Spring Alley to cut them 
out. 

But the State cop continued to follow them about, I think 
there was five of them, and as they got into Spring Alley 
then the State cop asked the crowd to go back. “What is 
the matter with you people, are you losing your heads?” 
and then they went back and the boys continued up the 
alley. 

Some of the crowd went down Main Street to cut them 
off, but my boy, he went on home and I went on home with 
him. As he reached his home on Spruce Street we stood 
on the corner of the alley from his house, looked down the 
Main Street and saw the crowd continue to follow the rest 
of the boys and a few of the boys, there were two of them 
went into the Municipal Building and a short time after 
that I saw the officer went in and brought them out and led 
them across the bridge to Conemaugh apiece and then he 
came back and the boys went on and some of this crowd 
had went ahead of the boys and met them back on the bridge 
and there they started to fight and we could just see the 
fight on the bridge from Spruce Street. 

Q. Well, how many of the boys were on the bridge at the 
time of the fight, as far as you could see ? A. 1 saw three. 

Q. Now, which bridge is that? A. That is the 

7124 bridge leading from Franklin to Conemaugh. 

Q. And how many members of the crowd were 
on the bride during that fight as far as you could see? A. 
Well, as far—there was about twenty-five, but I don’t know 
whether they were all in the fight or not, but I just could 
see—I just could see them. 

Q. After this incident took place, where did you go, Mr. 
Bennett? A. Well, I left my son’s house then and came 
back down to Spring Alley where my truck was and stopped 
in to Mr. Taylor for a few minutes and whilst I was there 
the young man came from Conemaugh looking for me to 
get word to Mr. Holmes that his boy was arrested in Cone- 
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rnaugh. And so Mr. Barker, one of the mill men was there 
from Prospect, and I took him in the truck, took him hojne 
on Prospect Street and he said that he would get word to 
Mr. Holmes about his boy being a rested in Conemaugh. 

Q. Did you go home that day ? A. I did, from there. 

Q. What time, approximately? A. Oh, five o’clock in the 
evening. 

Q. Did vou remain at home until the following morning? 
A. I did. * 

Q. Did anything unusual happen between the time 
7125 that you came home on Monday afternoon and Tues¬ 
day morning? A. Well, about nine o’clock in the eve¬ 
ning a car came down the road right by the house and all 
at once we heard gun fire, and I was sitting by the window 
and I hoisted the curtain and just as I hoist the curtain 
they fired two times more, and they kept going down the 
road, fired three. 

Q. Did vou recognize anv of the people in the car? A. 
No, I did not. 


Q. Is vour home— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Where is your home with reference to 
the City of Johnstown?— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the last two answers— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They may be stricken. 

Mr. Rose: —with reference to the incident at night. 

Mr. Ford: What is the purpose of it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the purpose of the testi 
mony? 

A man sitting in his home, he hears a gun, he doesn’ 
know who fired the gun, he doesn’t know who was in th 
car, what is the purpose in the record? 

Mr. Ford: Well, it certainly— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To show that a gun was fired i 
the City of Johnstown? 

7126 The Witness: It wasn’t in the city. 

Mr. Ford: Certainly, that is the purpose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t think that is par¬ 
ticularly relevant. Motion to strike is granted. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Are there any houses near yours, Mr. 
Bennett? A. Yes. 
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Q. How far is the nearest house? A. Just across the 
street. 

Q. Oou Id you see the flash of these— 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, as I understood 
that all testimony concerning this shot and the automobile 
has been stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all out. 

Mr. Ford: Well, perhaps if 1 am allowed to examine fur¬ 
ther about it, its materiality will become apparent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did you intend to connect 
it up directly to show who these people were? 

Mr. Ford: Well, I certainly can’t show who they were, 
they didn’t stop to give their names. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 see. Well, all right, I will let 
you go ahead with it but it is all subject to the same motion 
to strike. 

Mr. Ford: 1 understand. 

7127 Trial Examiner Bloom: And if I don't see the ma¬ 
teriality or the relevancy, Mr. Ford, I will consider 

the motion later. For the time being the order granting the 
motion to strike is vacated. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you recognize any of the people 
in this automobile, Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Rose: lie has already answered that, Mr. Examiner. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see the flash of the gun? A. 
The last two fires, yes. 

Mr. Rose: He has been over this, Mr. Examiner. He said 
two flashes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, what is the difference? 
Let it go. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) On which side of the automobile were 
the flashes? A. The right side. 

Q. And on which side of the automobile was your house? 
A. The right side. 

Q. Was the automobile opposite your house or up or down 
the street as the guns were fired, or the gun was fired? 

Mr. Rose: What does that mean, Mr. Examiner? 

7128 The Witness: The edge of the yard. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you rephrase 
that a little more specifically, please? 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) In what direction from your hoqse 
was the automobile at the time that the guns were fired, or 
the gun was fired? A. Traveling towards Johnstown. 

Q. Was it directly in front of your house, was it up the 
street or down the street from your house at that time? A. 
It was right at the corner of the porch when the first $h|ot 
was fired, leading to the yard. 

Q. Mr. Bennett, could you tell us how many yards tpe 
house on the right of your house in the country is as y<j>u 
face the street from your house? A. It is not more th^n 
five yards. 

Mr. Ford: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The testimony with respect to 
the firing of the guns is stricken. Motion is granted. Go 
ahead. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where is your church, Mr. Bennettj 
A. Conemaugh. 

Q. Does it own the land on which it is situated? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question, I don’t think 
the witness heard it. 

7129 (The reporter read the last question as above sejfc 
forth.) 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who owns the land, do you know? A| 
Lyan Deeb. 

Q. What is that, please, is that the name of a man or 4 
company ? A. A man. 

Q. Who is he, do you know? A. Who is what? 

Q. Who is he? A. He is a man. 

Q. Who is he ? A. He is a white man. 

Q. Does he live in Johnstown? A. He lives in Cone-j 
maugh. 

Q. Conemaugh? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What’s his first name? A. Lyan. 

Q. What ? A. L-y-a-n. 

Q. And his last name, what did you say? A. D-e-e-b, Lyan 
Deeb. 

Q. What is his busines, do you know? A. Mer- 

7130 chant. 
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Q. How long have you worn glasses? A. Pd say 
twelve vears. 

Q. Did you wear them during the month of June, 1937? 
A. I did. ‘ 

Q. I beg your pardon, sir? A. I did. 

Q. Were you wearing them on June 13th, 1937? A. June 
13th, no. Vos, I was, June 13th. 

Q. Well, which is it ? A. I was. 

Q. What is the trouble with yo-ur eyes, do you know? A. 
You will have to ask the doctor, I didn’t ask him when he 
examined me. 

Q. You have no idea what is wrong with your eyes? A. 
No, I don’t. 

7131 Q. Can you see well without your glasses? A. I 
wouldn’t wear them if I would, could. 

Q. Well, then, you have no idea why you wear glasses? A. 
No. 

Q. Will you take your glasses off for a minute? A. Will I 
take them off? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, you don’t have to take them 

off. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You refuse, do you refuse to take them 
off, Mr. Bennett? A. I don’t refuse to, but the Examiner 
say I don't have to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I can’t tell you to take 
your glasses off: if you want to, you can take them off; if 
you don’t want to, you don’t have to take them off. 

(At this point the witness took off his glasses.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What time is it on the clock back there 
(indicating in the back of the auditorium) ? A. About four¬ 
teen minutes after five. 

Mr. Moore: May the record show what time it is, please. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: It is now fifteen minutes after 
five. 

Mr. Moore: May it show* how* much time elapsed 

7132 between the time that the witness stated the answer 
and— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I would guess about 37 seconds, 
more or less. T think the witness came pretty close to the 
time. Do you agree, Mr. Rose? 
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Mr. Rose: Yes, I agree. 

Mr. Moore: I think the witness stated it exactly himself. 
Mr. Rose: Well, the Trial Examiner apparently agre|ed. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: The clock jumped a second after 
he stated it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How far is Mr. Perry’s porch from the 
upper Franklin gate,—if I have the name wrong, please 
correct me ? A. About fiftv vards. 

Q. About the time you saw Taylor King come out the 
gate, you say the crowd was about 1500 in number, is that 
your estimatef A. No, I didn’t. 

Q. Well, what did you say? A. You didn't ask me how 
large it was when he came out of the gate. 

Q. Well, can you tell us ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How large was it? 

The Witness: About a thousand to twelve hundred. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You wouldn't say it was fifteen 

7133 hundred, would you ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He told you, he said a 
thousand to twelve hundred. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, you said you saw a lunch bucket, 
1 believe you said, go up in the air. Now, was that the first 
thing vou saw after Taylor King came out of the gate? A. 
No. 

Q. What did you see before that ? A. I saw these men a >- 
proaching him and stop him. 

Q. You saw them talking to him, is that correct? A. Yes. 
Q. Or, rather, you saw then standing near him? A. They 
was talking to him. 

Q. Well, could you hear what they were saying? A. Yep. 
Q. You could hear? A. Yes. 

Q. What did they say? A. I heard them said, “A black 
scab, damn black scab”. 

Q. And, you could hear that from where you were stand¬ 
ing on the porch? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the next thing you saw? A. I saw the crowd 
rushing into him then. 

7134 Q. And, what did you see after that? A. Well, the 
bucket went up. they rushed on him and I don’t know 

whether thev knocked— 
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Q. Well, what happened immediately after the bucket 
went up ? A. Why they all jumped on him and beat him and 
was kicking him. 

Q. Well, did you see the bucket come down? A. The 
bucket went down with him. 

Q. Well, you mean, when you say you saw the bucket go 
up, do you mean that he raised his hand ? A. Yes, it was in 
his hand. 

Q. And he raised the bucket up in his hand? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, did you see the bucket come down? A. In his 
hand? 

Q. In his hand? A. Yes. 

Q. And, when it came down, where did the bucket land? 
A. In his hand on the ground. 

Q. It was still in his hand on the ground? A. As far as I 
could see, when he went down, he had the bucket in his hand. 

Q. Well, will you tell us whether or not the bucket struck 
anything as it came down? A. I was too far away 
7135 to see what was behind him. 

Q. Could you see what was in front of him? A. A 
number of people, yes. 

Q. Well, could you see whether or not the bucket struck 
anybody as it came down? A. No. 

Q. You couldn’t see that? A. No. 

Q. So you don’t know whether it did or not ? A. No. 

Q. Can you tell us about how long it took you to go from 
Mr. Perry’s porch to Taylor King's side, as you said you 
did? A. I couldn’t imagine. 

Q. You have no idea? A. No. 

Q. Did it take five minutes ? A. No. 

Q. Ten minutes? A. No. 

Q. A half hour? A. No. 

Q. More or less? You can’t answer that question, 
713fi is that correct? A. I say I don’t know. 

Q. Will you say you got there quickly, or it took 
you a little time? A. It took me time to run around the 
crowd to come down by the mill fence. 

Q. Well, did you see the gun in Taylor King’s hand as 
you got there? A. No, I didn’t saw it, as soon as 1 reached 
him, but— 
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Q. How long after you reached him did he pull the gun? 
A. Just about the point after 1 got to him, why, when he 
raised his hand up, why, he came out with a gun. 

Q. Do you know who the gun belonged to? A. No. 

Q. Do you know where he got the gun? A. No. 

Q. At that time, did you swing the pole, I think you cajlled 
it, that you had in your hand, did you call it a pole? A. iNo. 
Q. What did you call it ? A. I said a board. 

Q. A board? Did you swing it at that time? A. No. 

Q. How long afterwards did you swing it? 

7137 After I told him not to fire the gun, and the people, 
the crowd had got back off him. 

Q. Then you swung it? A. No. 

Q. Well, when did you ? A. And the officer came up 4 n d 
got the gun and I don’t know who was behind him that got 
him up, and as soon as they found that he got, the officer 
had the gun, then the crowd commenced rushing in on me 
and then I commenced swinging the pole. 

Q. Was that the office?* you referred to, Officer Bucha|n? 
A. Buchan. | 

Q. Who is Mr. Robert Taylor? A. He is a colored maiji. 
Q. Do you know whether he works for the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. I do. 

Q. In what department does work, do you know? A. 
don't know. 

Q. Who is Mr. Holmes, that you have referred to? A. 
Holmes ? 

Q. Have you referred to a Mr. Holmes? A. Yes. 

Q. Who is he? A. That is the son of Thomas Holme! 
who lives on Middle Avenue, Prospect. 

7138 Q. Is the Mr. Holmes you refer to an employee <i>f 
the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Yes, he is. 

Q. Did you say your son’s name was James? A. Yes, sir- 
Q. Did you say he worked for the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He did during the month of .Tune? A. Part of thle 
month. 

Q. 1937 ? A. Part of the month of June, yes. 

Q. Which part of the month? A. The latter part, hp 
began to work the first paid of the month—the first part. 

Q. Did he work during any part of the strike? A. He did] 
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Q. 1 didn't understand what your occupation was, you 
said a truck driver. Now, for whom do you drive a truck? 
A. Myself. 

Q. And, have you ever done any trucking work for the 
Bethlehem Steel Company? A. No, sir. 

Q. For whom were you doing any trucking work during 
the month of June, 1937, if you did any trucking work 

7139 at that time? A. I did some for myself and also for 
the Johnstown Tribune and Democrat. 

Q. AA'ere you doing any trucking work for anybody on 
Sunday, June 13th? A. No. 

Q. AYere you doing any trucking work on June 12th? A. 
June 12th, sure. 

Q. During the month of June, did you talk to any colored 
people about going to work ? A. I did. 

Q. Did you tell anybody to go to work ? A. I did. 

Q. Did you go to their homes? A. T didn’t, no. 

Q. AA’here did you tell them, then ? A. At Church, outside 
of the Church. 

Q. About when was that ? A. I talked to them on Sunday 
after the strike was called, before I went to Franklin. 

Q. That would make it June 13th? A. June 13th. 

Q. AA r as it that morning? A. No, it was around noon, 
shortly after we came out of the service. 

7140 Q. What did you tell them? A. I told them, I ad¬ 
vised them to go back to work. 

Q. Did you tell anybody else to go back to work at any 
other time? A. My son. 

Q. Anybody else? A. No. 

Q. Did anybody ask you to tell colored people to go back 
to work? A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether the Bethlehem Steel Company 
ever owned the ground on which your church is situated? 
A. I do not, no. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, Mr. Bennett, you used the word 
“boys,” to describe your son and the other people that came 
out of the gate, T think it was on Monday afternoon? A. 
Yes. 
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The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Is that Johnstown ? A. Kernville. 

Q. Were you working in the same shop in June, |1937? 
A. I was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He was. 

7148 Mr. Moore: What w*as the answer, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He w’as. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were you scheduled to work on Mon¬ 
day, June 14, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. What turn were you scheduled that day? A. Eleven 
to seven. | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Eleven to seven. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were you living— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, do you mean eleven 
in the morning to seven at night or—or eleven at night 
until seven in the morning? 

The Witness: Eleven at night until seven in the nlorn- 


mg. 


7149 Trial Examiner Bloom: Eleven at night jintil 
seven in the morning, is that right? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were you living at the Kernville ad¬ 
dress at that day ? A. 1 w-as. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He v 7 as. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How r about the previous day? A. I 
was living there for a month, but I wasn’t at the house at 
that day. 

Q. You were not at the house at that day you say? A. I 
wasn’t at the house that day. 

Q. Where were you that day? A. I was in New Florence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: New what? 

The Witness: New Florence. 

The Reporter: New’ Florence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: New Florence, 1 see. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What time did you leave New Florence 
on June 14th ? A. About 9:30. 

Q. In the evening? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did you come to Johnstown? A. By train. 

7150 Trial Examiner Bloom: By train. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) And after you got to Johnstown, 
what did you do next? A. I got on the street car. 

Q. Which street car? A. Franklin. 
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Q. I didn’t get it? A. Franklin street car. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Franklin Street ear. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you remember where you got on 
the street car? A. Over on Main Street. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On Main Street ? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that Main Street, Johnstown? 
The Witness: Main Street, Johnstown. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What gate were you headed for? A. 
Lower Franklin gate. 

Q. Is that also known as the time office gate? A. Yes. 

Q. Did the car reach the time office gate? A. Sir? 

Q. Did that car reach the time office gate? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, can you teJl us what happened when it 

7151 got there? A. Well, when it got there, there wasn’t 
hardly anybody on it at all, I got olT the street car, 

just as I got off, the motorman tried to holler something at 
me, he didn’t get it out of his mouth, a bunch of men were 
standing around, one guy hit me on the head, that is all I 
knew until I woke up laying on the culvert, coming up into 
Franklin Boro. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat the answer. 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, did you see any people in the 
vicinity of tin* gate when the car arrived at the gate that 
night? A. Yes, there was a lot of people standing around 
and on the outside. 

Q. Could you give us an estimate of the number of people 
that were there? A. Oh, I think there was about two hun¬ 
dred. 

Q. I didn’t hear your answer. A. About two hundred, 
anyway. 

Q. Did they say anything as you got off the car ? A. They 
were hollering something there, I couldn't make it out 
what it was they was hollering, “Scab*’, I think it was. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that answer. 

7152 (The reporter read the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: 1 move to strike the last answer, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer; the witness’ testimony shows that he didn’t know 
what they were hollering, he said, “he thinks’'. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR BEL. BOARD. 


3717 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you know what Itliev 
were hollering/ Did you hear them hollering/ 

The Witness: I heard part of it, it sounded like “S^ab” 
to my estimation, there were so many trying to holler at 
the same time, I am sure that was my estimation, that is 
what they were hollering. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How long after you left the street car 
were you struck ? A. Why, 1 just got off the street car, I 
wasn’t off the street car the whole way. 

Q. Where were you struck ? A. In the back of the head. 

Q. Did you have an opportunity to notice whether any of 
these people had anything in their hands? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. 
Examiner, it is a leading question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will let him answer, go ahead. 

The Witness: Answer? I thought that they had 
7153 it looked like they all had stones or clubs in their 
hands. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what he thought, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What did you see? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It mav be stricken. 

•» 

The Witness: I seen stones, I seen stones in, the Vav 
they were standing around, you could see parts of clubs, 
but you couldn’t tell if everybody had them or not. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, where were these stones and 
clubs? A. In the men’s hands. 

Q. Now, do you know the approximate time that I the 
street car arrived at the time office gate? A. I eoul<}n’t 
tell you the correct time, it was somewhere between ]ten 
and ten thirty. 

Q. Now, where were you when you regained your senses? 
A. On the culvert lane, that bridge coming into Franklin. 

Q. How far is that? 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner, 1 object to the 
counsel’s last question. It assumes a state of facts not in 
evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that last question. 

(The reporter read the last question and answer as ab|ove 
set forth.) 
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Mr. Shawe: As I recall counsel saying, when lie regained 
his senses, there is no testimony the witness ever 

7154 lost his senses. 

Mr. Ford: I believe there is, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. Overruled. 

* 

Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, how far is that property from 
the time office gate? A. About a square and a half, block 
and a half, city blocks. 

Q. Do you remember the position in which you were lying 
when you came to? A. 1 was laying on my face. 

Q. What did you do when you regained your senses? A. 
I could hardly walk, I was dizzy and then I made it, my best 
way over home to Robb Avenue, T got over there. 

Q. How did you get home, by street car on, foot, or how? 
A. Walked. 

7155 Q. How long did it take you approximately to walk 
from the spot where you came to your home on Robb 

Avenue? A. Well, I don't know if I was feeling good, I 
guess I could have walked it in about twenty minutes. 

Q. Don't you remember how long it took you that night, 
approximately? A. I don’t know exactly how long it took 
me that night. 

Q. Well, at what time did you arrive home? A. Well, as 
near as I could judge it was somewhere around two o'clock. 
Q. In the morning? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you go directly home from the time that you re¬ 
gained consciousness ? A. That is as much as I can remem¬ 
ber of it, I didn’t stop any place. 

Q. Now, when you stepped off the street car, did any— 
strike that. Were there any people right near you when 
you stepped off the street car at the time office gate? A. 
There was. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, he already 
testified what happened when he got off the street car and 
how many people were there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did anything else happen? 

Mr. Ford: Well, I believe that he testified that 

7156 there were about two hundred people in the general 
vicinity. I want to know if any of those people were 

near him at the time he stepped off the street car. 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, the witness already answered 

J 1 • "1 I’ll* T(« 1 »1 1 • Li 


thev 


that, he said some one hit him. If some one hit him, 
must have been near him. 

Mr. Ford: There may have been other people, thjjit is 
what I would like to know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead, clear it up. 

Mr. Ford: T didn’t get the ruling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Any other people beside the person 
that hit you, were any other people near you? A. A' 
them tried to come over at the same time, all came ^ver 
like they was trying to kill me or something. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what they were trying to do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What were they doing, if you reihem- 
ber? A. All raising their hands like they wanted to hitjme, 
everybody wanted to hit me at the same time. 

Q. Now, can you tell us your condition at the time 
you arrived home? A. My head was bleeding. 

Mr. Shawe: 1 object to this, Mr. Examiner, I don’t] 
how this witness can tell us what condition he wals in 
7157 when he arrived home. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead. 

The Witness: My head was bleeding, I had some dirjt in 
my eyes and I had black and blue marks all over my back. 


hat 


see 


Q. (By Mr. Ford) What part of your head was bleeding? 
A. The back of my head. 

Q. Now, can you describe or tell us the amount of blood 
that was coming out of your head at that time? A. Well, I 
always wear a sweat Jersey and a shirt and the sw|eat 
Jersey was wet clear down to my belt line, my shirt ’jvas 
pretty wet the whole way down. 

Q. Well, can you tell us what you did after you got hoilne? 

Mr. Shawe: I object, Mr. Examiner, as immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness. Well, when I got home my wife had com¬ 
pany there, this girl from downstairs up, and 1 come in 
and I set in a position so my wife could not see anything 
was wrong with me until the company left. 

After they left, why, I told my wife. My wife asked 
me what was wrong and I said— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what his wife asked him. 
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Mr. Ford: Well, I am just trying to go into the treatment 
that he received that night. 

7158 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike what his wife asked 
him, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. Go ahead. 

The Witness: My wife fixed my head up as much as she 
could and T went to bed afterwards, and when she was in 
bed, why, she seen blood coming through the blankets and 
she fainted. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what happened to this man’s— 

Mr. Ford: This is part of the story. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T will sustain it, let’s get on 
with something. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, did your wife— 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike that last part of the wit¬ 
ness’ answer, with reference to what happened to his wife. 

Mr. Ford: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained, I sustain the objec¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Ford: I believe the witness has already answered. 
Now, are you treating this objection— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If I sustain an objection when 
an answer is partly given, the answer automatically goes 
out. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you receive any treatment 

7159 that night from anybody? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, he answered that 
question and told us the treatment he received. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did vou receive anv other treat- 

• • 

ment ? 

The Witness: Not that night, but the next day I went to 
a doctor. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What treatment did you receive the 
following day? A. I went to a doctor the next day and he 
shaved my head awavs and put stitches in my head and 
bandaged it up and I went home. 

Q. Do you remember the doctor’s name? A. I don’t re¬ 
member his name, but he is over here above the Lee Dress 
Company. 

Q. After that treatment, did you receive any further 
treatment? A. At the Franklin Dispensary I received 
treatments. 
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Q. When did you receive those treatments? A. Wjien 
martial law came ill, that is before martial law closed up 
the plant— 

Q. Well, when did you receive the first treatment? A. 
When the State Police arrived in Johnstown and said we 
could go back to work. 

Q. Did you go back to work the following day? A. 

7160 The day when the State Police came in, I did. 

Q. Did you go back to work the day after the in¬ 
cidents that von have just described occurred? A. When I 
got hurt? 

Q. Yes. A. No. 

Q. Did you continue to live at that address? A. No, ny 
wife was afraid, so we— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, it is entirely 
immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

The Witness: My wife— 

Mr. Shawe: I object, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Put another question, please. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, I don’t know whether tjhe 
objection went to my question or to the witness’ answer, 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s see what the ques¬ 
tion was. Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above sjet 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are correct, Mr. Ford, tne 
question is proper. The answer is stricken. Did you con¬ 
tinue to live at that address ? 

The Witness: No, I moved up to my people’s 

7161 place. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) And did you ever return to that 
address? A. Yes, after the strike was all settled ard 
everything, I returned there and got my furniture and after 
the strike was over, we moved back to 840 Robb Avenue, 
and stayed there a week or so and we moved back home 
again. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you read the last answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above spt 
forth.) 
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Mr. Sliawe: I move to strike the last answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Mr. Ford: What was the ruling, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you tell us the exact number of 
days, Mr. Hamp, that elapsed between the time that you 
were injured and the time that you started back to work 
again? A. I don’t know the exact number of days. 

Q. Well, could you give us the approximate number of 
days? 

Mr. Sliawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the witness 
has told us he does not know. 

Mr. Ford: He said he didn’t know the exact number of 
davs. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

7162 The Witness: All I know is -whenever they brought 
the State Police in, I went back. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, how long before the—Well, you 
told us that you did not go back to work on Wednesday; did 
vou go back to work on Tliursdav? A. I don’t know if that 
is when the State Police arrived or not, I don’t know what 
dav it was. 

Mr. Sliawe: The witness clearlv indicated he don’t know 

•» 

1 don’t see wliy the counsel— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, if he doesn’t know he 
doesn’t know, it is no great harm not to know something. 
Mr. Shawe: Of course it isn’t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why make comments about it? 
Counsel is entitled to find out if he knows or not. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you tell us how long before the 
Plant was closed did you return to work? A. No, from the 
time the State Police arrived till martial law, I don’t know 
how long that was. 

Q. Well, now, you tell us that you returned to work when 
the State Police arrived; where did the State Police arrive? 
A. They arrived in Johnstown, they come to Johnstown and 
said we could go back to work. 

Q. Well, when you went back to -work, did you use 

7163 the same gate, the time office gate? A. I did. 

Q. Did you see any State Police there? A. Sure, 
seven or eight of them around there. 

Q. Were there any people at the gate when you returned 
to work? A. There was lots of people there. 
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een. 
Not at 


Q. What were the people doing? A. They were hollering, 
‘ * Scabs.” 

Q. Did they do anything else? A. No, that is all I s 
Q. You didn’t see any violence at that time? A. 
that time. | 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, the fitness 
stated that he did not see anything else. 

Trail Examiner Bloom: What was the witness’ an$wer? 

( 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as abo|ve set 
forth.) | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, I will let it stand 
Mr. Ford: That is all, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Cross-examine. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Hamp, did you ever hear 

7164 of the Plan of Employee Representation? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question as improper 
cross-examination, Mr. Examiner. j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

The Witness: See what? 

7165 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The Plan of Employee (Rep¬ 
resentation ? A. T don’t know what you are talking 

about. 

Mr. Ford: Could counsel make his question a little piore 
specific ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you do. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear of the Employee 
Representation Plan? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question. It is not sufficiently 
specific what plan he is talking about. 

Mr. Shawe: I will withdraw the last question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How long have you been wording 
for the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. One year and ^our 
months. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How long? 

The Witness: A year and four months. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) A year and four months? A. Ye^. 

Q. Did you vote under the Plan of Employee Represen¬ 
tation last March, 1937? A. I voted, yes. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, is it understood that I have an 
objection to all questions pertaining to this line? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The whole line of questions. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where did you vote? A. Ford 

7166 shop office. 

Q. Did you vote during working hours? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Was this an election held under the Plan of Employee 
Representation? A. T guess that is what you call it. 

Q. Don’t you know what you voted for? A. It was for 
some big shot in the plant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What? 

The Witness: Supposed to put some guy in office or some¬ 
thing. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Didn’t any one tell you what you 
were voting for? A. To give us a ballot, that is all. 

Q. Where did you vote in the plant? A. In the Ford shop 
office. 

Q. Whose office is that? A. Mr. Hoidoin (?). 

Q. How do you spell that? A. I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you pronounce it? 

The Witness: Hoidoin. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is he your foreman? A. Yes. 

7167 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, tell me just what did you 
do when you went into his office to vote? A. Why, 

they give us the ballot and I went in the room and I signed 
it, that is all. Put it in the box. 

Q. Well, did you vote, did you vote on a desk? A. Sure. 
There is a desk there, they put a curtain around it. 

Q. Well, what do you mean when you say you signed the 
ballot? A. Why, I put an “X” on it, who I wanted to vote 
for. 

Q. Who did you vote for? A. That is my business. 

Mr. Ford: 1 object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you understand what I mean when 
I ask you about the Employee Representation Plan? A. 
Xo, I don’t. 

Q. You don’t know what that is? A. No. 

Q- Did you ever hear of the Employee Representation 
Plan referred to as a company union? A. No. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, what the Representation Plan 
is referred to. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You have? A. No. 
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7168 Mr. Ford: I didn’t get the answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you ever refer to it as a company 
union? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question as incoinpetenjt, ir¬ 
relevant and immaterial, Mr. Examiner. This is the 
Board’s witness on this question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what I mean when I 
say “a company union”? A. Sure, the same thing as all 
company unions, make all the men stick together, some¬ 
thing you pay all your money in for a lot of B. S. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you read that answer back? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forh.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What do you mean by “a lot of B. 
S.”? A". Just what I said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, stop that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever attend any meetings 
held under the Plan of Employee Representation? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever receive any notice of a meeting 

7169 held under the plan? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever join the Plan ? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever pay any dues to the Plan? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever buy any raffle tickets? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever attend a picnic held under the Plan ? A. 
No. 

Q. Did any one ever ask you to buy a ticket? A. No. 

Q. For a picnic held under the Plan ? 

I show you Board’s Exhibit in evidence, Board's Ex¬ 
hibit No. 8 in evidence and ask you to tell me if you have 
ever seen a book like that before. A. I never seen any 
thing like that. 

Q. You never saw one before? A. No, I didn’t. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 17 in evidence and ask 

vou to tell me if vou ever saw that before. Look at it 
+> * 

carefully. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, may 1 have an objection to 
this line of examination on the same ground as my previous 
objection ? 
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7170 The Witness: I never seen anything like that be¬ 
fore. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you want an objection, it may 
be noted. 

Mr. Moore: May 1 ask off the record—all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is that? 

Mr. Moore: I wanted to know what that exhibit was, that 
is all. I have seen it now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was that message to Beth¬ 
lehem. 

Mr. Moore: I have seen it. What was the answer of the 
witness ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “No.” 

Mr. Shawe: He never saw it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever see any minutes of the 
Plan of Employee Representation posted on the bulletin 
board in the plant? A. No, sir, there are a lot of posters 
on the board, yes, “Play Safe,” “Avoid Accidents.” 

Q. No, I ask you about the minutes of the Plan of Em¬ 
ployee Representation? A. I don’t think I ever seen it, no. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 29 in evidence and ask 
you to tell me if you ever seen that before. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Copy. 

7171 Mr. Shawe: A copy of it. 

Mr. Ford: 1 object to that on the ground it is im¬ 
proper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I never seen a thing like that. 

Mr. Ford: What was the answer? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you Board’s Exhibit 42 and 
ask you to tell me if you ever saw a copy of this before. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, on 
the same grounds, improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

The Witness: I never seen anything like that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How long, what department do you 
work inf A. Ford shop. 

Q. What do you do in the Ford shop? A. Work on the 
press. 
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Mr. Ford: Could I have that question and answer, please? 

(The reporter read the last question and answer as abqve 
set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) In what month and year did you 
to work in the Ford shop ? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner. 

7172 The Witness: I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why? 

Mr. Ford: As incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial, 
and also improper cross-examination. 

Mr. Shawe: I think it is verv material. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you went into thckt. 
Overruled. 

The Witness: I don’t know exactly the month and tin- 
day. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, when you first went to work for 
the Bethlehem Steel Company, did you go to work in the 
Ford shop? A. Yes. 

Q. That is the first job you ever held with the Bethlehem 
Steel Company ? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, was it a year ago? A. A year and four montljs. 
Q. A year and four months? A. That is what I said. 

Q. Well, do you think it would be September of 193 
that would be around a year and four months ago? A. 
Some time around there, 1 guess. It was a year and four 
months, I know. 1 don’t know just what time of the year 
I went there. 

7173 Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat that answer. 


(The reporter read the last answer as above set: forth. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There was something after tlifilt 
The Reporter: That is what he said. 

7174 Trial Examiner Bloom: Didn’t you say somethii 
after that? 


The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Are you working at the present time? 
A. I am. 

Q. Did you work yesterday? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you work last week? A. Yes. 

Q. How many days did you work last week? A. Five. 
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Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Five days? How many days did you 
work— 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe)—the week prior? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, will you have the witness not 
answer questions until I have had an opportunity to object 
to the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you please keep that in 
mind? 

The Witness: Yes. 

7175 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) 1 show you a calendar, if I 
may, see last week was the week of the, beginning Jan¬ 
uary lltli, and that is the week you worked five days, is that 
correct? Did you say ves? A. Yes. 

Q. Let’s take the week beginning January 4th, how many 
days did you work there? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute, when you say 
the week beginning January 11th, that is a Tuesday. 

Mr. Shawe: January 11th is a Monday, Mr. Examiner, 
according to niv calendar; as a matter of fact, I know it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom (Examining Mr. Shawe’s cal¬ 
endar) : 1937, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry, pardon me. Does any one have 
a 193S calendar ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 don’t. Monday was January, 
Monday, January 10th was Monday, I will assure you of 
that, because that is the date the hearing started up here. 

Mr. Shawe: That is right, I will withdraw those last 
questions with reference to how many days he worked. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Let’s take the week beginning Jan¬ 
uary 10th, that was on Monday a week ago. How many 
days did you work that week? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, 

7176 as incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Ford: Improper cross-examination. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, may 1 break in? That 
week did not begin January 10th. I think if a witness is 
going, if counsel is going to ask questions to find out what 
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the date is, we are talking about, he will not try t^ ask 
questions which are not accurate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Moore: A week ago, the week began January 9th. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He said Monday a week ago. 
Mr. Shawe: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question was, the week be¬ 
ginning Monday, a week ago. 

Mr. Moore: I say the week didn’t begin Monday, a week 
ago. 

Mr. Shawe: All right, let’s take the week beginning Sun¬ 
day, January 9th. I think that will cure the counsel s ob¬ 
jection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many days did you work the 
week beginning Sunday, January 9th ? 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling, go ahead. 

The Witness: That means the week— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Last Sunday, a week ago yes. 

7177 A. Sunday a week ago, five days. 

Q. Five days ? A. Yes. 

(,). Now, let’s take the week beginning Sunday, January 
2nd, how many days did you work that week? 

Mr. Ford: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling, go ahead. 

The Witness: I done five days, I worked. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That would be two weeks ago;! A. 
Yes. 

Q. Are you scheduled to work today? A. Yes. 

Q. What time are you scheduled to work ? A. From seven 
till three. 

Mr. Ford: Could we have the time fixed more definitely? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Seven to three until when, the 
evening— 

The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean you are on now and 
are off to attend this hearing? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one send you up her? to 
testify here today? A. What do you mean? 

7178 Mr. Ford: l object to that question, Mr. Exam ner, 
it is incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: What do you mean by that, did somebody 
ask me ? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one ask you to come here? 
A. Sure. 

Q. Who? A. (Witness points to counsel.) 

Q. Mr. Ford? A. I guess that is his name, I don’t know. 

Q. Are you going to get paid for the time you spend up 
here today? A. I don’t know. 

Q. Did any one tell you that you would be paid? A. I 
was told I would be paid, sure. 

Q. Who told vou vou would be paid? A. Mr. Ford. 

Q. Mr. Ford? A* Yes. 

Q. How long have you been working five days a week? 

Mr. Ford: 1 object to that question, on the ground that 
it is incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

7179 The Witness: I always worked five days a week. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Always? A. Yes. 

Q. Ever since you have been with the company? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know whether the company has laid off a lot 
of men recently? A. 1 don’t know. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, as 
incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial, and as improper cross- 
examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the witness answered 
that. Repeat the answer, please. 

Mr. Shawe: I certainly think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you heard that a lot of men 
have been laid off recently? A. Nobody ever said anybody 
was laid off to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have there been any men in your 
department laid off recently? 
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7180 Mr. Ford: I object to the question, on the sime 
ground as the previous objection, Mr. Examiner 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I didn’t see anybody get laid off. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many men work in your de¬ 
partment? A. Seven. 

Q. Seven? A. That is right. 

Q. How many men were working in your department 
last September? A. Seven. 

Q. You mean, only seven men worked in the Ford shop? 
A. Now, that is on the press, what I do. 

Q. Well, how many men work in the Ford shop ? A. Well, 
I don’t know. 

Q. Do you have any idea? A. No. 

Q. You say you moved back to Robb Avenue, is that chor- 
rect? After the strike was settled? A. Yes. 

Q. Is that what you testified to ? A. That is right. 

Q. When was the strike settled? A. I don’t know when 
it was settled? A. I don’t know when it was settled, no 
more men were up at the gate any more, I don’t 

7181 know anv more about it. 

Q. Y'ou don’t know whether the strike lias been fet¬ 
tled or not, do you ? A. No. 

Q. Then, you were wrong when you said that, were you ? 
A. I guess I was wrong, yes. 

Q. Now, you say you were hired a year and four months 
ago. Going back to that time when you were first hired, 
did any one say anything to you about the “Plan of Em¬ 
ployee Representation,” or “Employee Representation 
Plan ’ ’ ? 

Mr. Ford: 1 object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: Objected to as incompetent, irrelevant, ijm- 
material, improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Nobody said anything to me then ab^ut 
it, no. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) No one said anything to vou thc}n 
A. No. 

Q. Did vour foreman ever speak to you about the Plsjn? 
A. No. 

Q. Did you say no? A. That is what 1 said, no. 
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Q. Well, tell us again, I really didn’t quite understand 
you when vou voted last March, how did vou come to vote? 
A. Well, I— 

7182 Mr. Ford: I object to that— excuse me, I object to 
that as incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial improper 

cross-examination, it has been gone over before. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well, the gang that I worked with said 
they was going up to vote, I said, “ For what” ? They said 
they were going to vote for a fellow, that is all, go up there 
and vote, that is all. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you know the fellow you were 
going to vote for? A. Xo, I didn’t. 

Q. Who told you to vote for him? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it assumes a 
state of facts not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did some one tell you to vote for any- 
bodv? A. Xo, thev didn't sav I was to vote for anvbody, 
I said I would go, they was going up and vote for a fellow, 
I said, “I will go up and vote, too.” 

Q. Did you know the fellow personally? A. Xo. 

Q. Had you ever met him ? A. Xo. 

7183 Q. Did you know who he was? A. Xo. 

Q. Had you ever seen him ? A. Xo. 

Q. Do you know’ wrho he is now’ ? A. Yes. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw’e) What is his name? A. I think I would 
be telling a little to much. 

Q. You don't have no objection to telling me wiio the em¬ 
ployee representative is? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, a minute ago—1 have a pend¬ 
ing objection, I wish Mr. Shawe w’ould refrain from further 
questions when I object. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. What was the objec¬ 
tion ? 

Mr. Ford: Will you repeat his question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Objection sustained. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Did any one ever speak to vou about 
the S. W. 0. C. ? 
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Mr. Ford: I object to that as incompetent, irrelevant land 
immaterial, he may have heard a lot of people speal^ to 
him about the S. W. 0. C. 

7184 Mr. Shawe: I withdraw the last question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did your foreman ever speak 
to you about the S. W. 0. C.? 

Mr. Ford: 1 object to that question as incompetent, ir¬ 
relevant and immaterial, improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

• “ . i 

The Witness: Nobody ever spoke to me about it, the fore¬ 
man or anybody, no. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The foreman never spoke to 

7185 you? 

Q. Did you foreman ever speak to you about an 
outside union? 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did he ever speak to you about jiny 
union? 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did your superintendent ever speak 
to you about a union? 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who is your superintendent? 

Mr. Ford: Objected to as incompetent, irrelevant and 
immaterial. Improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Hoidoin. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Hoidoin, is that right? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you have an assistant superin¬ 
tendent? 

Mr. Ford: The same objection Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

7186 The Witness: I don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You don’t know that? A. No. 
Q. Where were you living at the time you made appliba- 
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tion for a job at the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Daisy- 
town. 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Ford: Is that ruling granting a motion to strike also? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, it goes to the last question. 
If the witness got an answer in I didn’t hear it. 

Mr. Ford: Yes, the witness answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That automatically takes the 

* 

answer with it. His voice is so low 1 franklv can’t tell when 
he is answering or not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you make an application for the 
job before you went to work, a written application? 

Mr. Ford: Objected to as incompetent, irrelevant and im¬ 
material, improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer. 

The Witness: I went down there and I filled out an ap¬ 
plication, sure, at the Bethlehem Steel headquarters. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 may say, Mr. Ford, with 
7187 respect to that last objection that in connection with 
the cross-examination of Mr. Ramsey, twenty-eight 
pages, from page 4880 to 4906 of the record were taken up 
on cross-examination with matters having to do with the 
work that Mr. Ramsey did before he came to the Bethlehem, 
worked for the Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where did you work before you came 
to work for the Bethlehem Steel Company ? A. Memorial 
Hospital. 

Q. Memorial Hospital? A. Yes. 

Q. Where is that, in Johnstown ? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, the day that you made application for a job with 
the Bethlehem Steel Company, how long after that were 
you taken on as an employee? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as incompetent, irrelevant 
and immaterial, improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: It was about two weeks after making ap¬ 
plication. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you, when were you notified to 
come to work? 

Mr. Ford: Objected to as assuming a state of facts not 
in evidence. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you notified to cotne to 
work? A. Yes. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as incompetent, irrelevant and 
immaterial, improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When were you notified? A. About 
two weeks from the day that I made application. 

Q. Who notified you ? A. They sent me a card. 

Q. Who sent you a card ? A. The guy I made my applica¬ 
tion to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The guy he made his applica¬ 
tion to. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one tell you to go down to 
make an application at the Bethlehem Steel Company, that 
there were some jobs open ? 

Mr. Ford: Objected to as incompetent, irrelevant and 
immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is two questions. I will sus¬ 
tain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one tell you there werej any 
jobs open at the Bethlehem Steel Company at the time| you 
made application? 

Mr. Ford: Objected to as incompetent, irrelevant 
7189 and immaterial, improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

t 

The Witness: My dad told me to go down to see lif 1 
could get a better job, that is all. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Your dad? A. Yes. 

Q. Does he work for the Bethlehem Steel Company?| A. 
No. 

Q. Do you have any brothers that work for the Befhle- 
hem Steel Company ? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as incompetent, irrelevant!and 
immaterial, improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know a Mr. Johnson ini the 
personnel office of the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as incompetent, irrelevant land 
immaterial, improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 
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The Witness: T don't know him personally, but I know 
him when 1 see him. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, is he the man you spoke to the 
day you made an application? 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

7190 The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the answer? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did he ask you any questions? 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did he ask you? 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The same ruling. 

The Witness: He asked me how old I was, how tall I was, 
if I had worked for the company before, where I worked 
last and he asked me if my dad works there, if T had any 
brothers, if I had any brothers working there. That is all. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did he ask you if you belonged to 
any organizations of any kind? 

Mr. Ford: Objected to as incompetent, irrelevant and 
immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Ford: Improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

7191 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, Mr. Hamp, thank 
you. I hope your cold gets better. 

(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, will you give me the pages of 
Mr. Ramsey’s testimony which you referred to, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will be glad to. Beginning 
with page 4880, he was asked questions about when he 
began working for the Bethlehem Steel Corporation or the 
Bethlehem Steel Company. Then going through to 4906, 
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we started back with the time when he was born, 1902, and 
then questions were asked as to the various things thaj; he 
did, when he got out of high school, the various jobs that 
he had up until the present time. That ran from 4900; he 
was working at Wanamakers— 

7192 Mr. Moore: Well, T remember it very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 49— 

Mr. Moore: Have you taken into consideration the fact 
that the witness stated that he was employed by Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation and I had to take a great deal of time to 
straighten that out, and also taking into consideration [the 
fact that the witness gave me the incorrect date as to when 
he went to work and it was necessary for me, at lea^t I 
thought so, to go through, beginning with the date wheij he 
went to work, he remembered that, fixing it by another djate, 
and you go through the dates he was employed in the vari¬ 
ous places in order to straighten out the record and get him 
working at the proper time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I didn’t say there 
was anything improper about it, in fact, I overruled objec¬ 
tions that were made to your questions. 

Mr. Moore: But you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I pointed that out to Mr. Ford 
at this time to show that that is precisely the same typ^ of 
questions that Mr. Shawe was asking this witness. If I 
permitted it at one time, I certainly know no reason why I 
shouldn’t permit it at another time. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it is for an entirely different 

7193 purpose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know what pur¬ 
pose Mr. Shawe has. 

Mr. Moore: T did not go into the thing at all except when 
it was necessary to straighten out the record. Now, my 
memory is that this witness was not asked when he went 
to w r ork by Mr. Ford, he w 7 as not asked how’ long he had 
been working. I may be mistaken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He testified he w r as working 
there. If a man testifies he is working in a place on cross- 
examination, it is certainly proper examination to ask jiim 
how r long he has been working there and when he went to 
work there. 
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Mr. Moore: I am not objecting to your ruling, but I felt 
that I should call your attention to the fact that the reason 
that it took me so long, you were holding up the fact that T 
took so many pages to examine Mr. Ramsey, when the only 
purpose was to correct a mistake, two mistakes, that he 
insisted on following— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am pointing out the fact that 
1 permitted you to examine for 26 pages on a matter that I 
at that time deemed to be material. It was precisely the 
same material that Mr. Shawe was now inquiring about. 
T don’t think counsel should insist on asking questions at 
one time in the hearing and then when opposing 

7194 counsel ask questions along exactly the same line, 
make objections. If you meant, if you thought, the 

questions were proper when you asked them, I submit that 
you should not object to the same questions, the same type 
of questions, when opposing counsel ask them. 

That was the only point I had in mind, that it took 26 
pages. If I permitted you to do it when I shouldn’t have, 
the fault is mine, not yours. 

Mr. Moore: Counsel elicited the fact, the statement from 
the witness that he was employed by Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration and that was not— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Counsel did not elicit any such 
information. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the answer came out in response to the 
question anyway. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They asked him where he was 
employed and he said, “Bethlehem Steel Corporation.” 

Mr. Moore: That is one of the very vital questions in the 
case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct, I don’t con¬ 
tend that you should not have asked those questions, in 
fact, I permitted it, I overruled—if you will read that tes¬ 
timony you will find on any number of objections that were 
made to the questions that I overruled them, just as I over¬ 
ruled Mr. Ford’s objection, but I don’t think counsel 

7195 should insist on asking questions at one stage and to 
almost identical type of questions make objections, 

unless the objections are made without serious considera¬ 
tion, or without intending that they be sustained, but are 
made solely for the purpose of cluttering up the record. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I should have said nothing about it, if 
you had not pointed to Mr. Ramsey and taken the paii^s to 
read into the record, and make an announcement as to the 
number of pages that were consumed by my asking ques¬ 
tions of a witness along the same lines. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right, it was along the 
same lines, that is why I wanted to call it to your attention. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think the record should be 
cleared up, I think counsel has stated that Mr. Rausey 
stated his employment incorrectly. As I recall his testi¬ 
mony, Mr. Ramsey said he was employed an approximate 
number of years and as I recall it, Mr. Ramsay was em¬ 
ployed with the company, I think, some twenty odd years. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ramsey’s examination lasted 
nine days and don’t let’s go over it again now, please. 

Call your next witness. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Werry, please. 

7196 Frank D. Werry, a witness called by and on behalf 
of the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was ex¬ 
amined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Will you spell your full name for the 
record, Mr. Werry? A. Frank D. Werry, W-e-r-r-y. 

Q. What is your occupation, Mr. Werry ? A. Watchman. 

Q. By what company are you employed? A. Bethlehlem 
Steel, Cambria Plant. 

Q. What is your home address? A. 428 Oak Street. 

Mr. Rose: What street? 

The Witness: 428 Oak Street. 

Mr. Rose: How do you spell that ? 

The Witness: What? 

Mr. Rose: How do you spell that? 

The Witness: O-a-k. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Will you keep your voice up, ple4se, 
Mr. Werry? A. Yes. 

Q. Could you describe for us in a general way your duties, 
Mr. Werry? 

7197 Mr. Rose: Well, let’s know in what capacity he is 
employed and what he did before. 

Mr. Ford: He told us that. 

Mr. Rose: I may not have heard— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Read back the last few questions 
and answers. 

(The reporter read the last two questions and answers as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Rose: T am sorry, I didn’t hear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Ford. 

The Witness: Well, while at the gate we see everybody 
that comes in. If a person is entering the plant he must 
either have a brass check or a pass, or satisfy us that they 
have some business there. 

We also check material leaving the plant, either being 
carried by hand or by truck, and while patrolling the plant 
you might say we check everything, fire equipment, hose 
equipment, look for any unsafe conditions anywhere and 
patrol the plant with respect to conditions generally, any¬ 
thing that tends to maintain the morale of the plant, keep 
peace and order. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, when you are stationed at one 
of the gates of the plant, could you tell us in a little greater 
detail the physical surroundings, where you work at that 
time? A. Which particular gate? 

7198 Q. Well, take the main gate up in Franklin, the 
Upper Gate in Franklin. A. You want me to de¬ 
scribe the details of it ? 

Q. The physical surroundings at the gate. A. Well, the 
gate itself sets back from the property line, the main gate, 
about approximately three feet from the property line and 
in a line parallel with the property line. There is a small 
gate, it is intended for men to enter on foot and there is a 
gate across the driveway that is approximately 14 Y* foot 
wide. 

The watch box, of course, is to the right as you enter the 
plant through a gate, possibly three feet wide at the end of 
Main Street and Franklin. 

7199 Q. Now, could you describe what a watch box is? 
A. A watch box is a place that is put at the gate for 

the men on duty there to be housed out of the weather, to 
keep the telephone in, transact any business that arises 
at that particular point. 

It is a matter of convenience placed there for the com¬ 
fort of the man stationed at that point. 
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Q. Well, how large a building is the watch box at the 
Upper Gate in Franklin? A. It is composed of two small 
rooms, as to the exact size 1 am not quite qualified to say, 
but probably the one room would be about eight by tenj the 
rear room a little smaller than that. 

Q. How’ tall is the watch box? A. One story. 

Q. And of what construction is it? A. Brick and con¬ 
crete. 

Q. Is it heated? A. Coal stove. 

Q. Are there any windows in the watch box ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, where are they at in the watch box, at the up»per 
gate in Franklin? A. Well, one is directly at the end of 
Main Street, in other words, the sidewalk would run di¬ 
rectly into that window, practically. 

7200 Another one faces directly up the hill to the street 
known as Bridge Street. 

Another one faces directly down through the plant in the 
direction of the Open Hearth. 

Another one faces toward River Avenue, Franklin, look¬ 
ing toward the P. R. R. tracks, the same is true of the win¬ 
dow in the back room. 

Q. Well, now, with reference to the gate itself, where is 
the entrance to the watch box? A. The entrance to the 
watch box is right at the foot of Main Street in Franklin, 
pardon me, the entrance to the watch box? 

Q. Yes, where is that with reference to the gate itself? 
A. Well, when you walk in the gate, you pass, you run close 
■with the watch box, pass a window, and then comes the 
door facing up Bridge Street. 

Q. So that if you were to enter the watch box you would 
walk down Main Street to the gate and as you are passing 
the gate, open the door and turn right, you would be in 
the watch box, is that right? A. Pass a window first find 
then the door and step in. 

Q. Now, is there any glass in that door? A. There is, 
half size glass. 

Q. What do you mean by half size glass, Mr. Werry ? A. 
Half the door length, approximately the door length 


7201 there is glass. 

Q. Which half, the upper half or the lower ha|lf? 
A. The Upper half, put in in four small panels, I think. 
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Q. Well, now, do you work on a regular turn? A. I beg 
your pardon? 

Q. Mr. Werry—A. I beg your pardon? 

Q. Do you work on a regular tuni, on regular turns? A. 
We work three different turns regularly. 

Q. How much of your turn is spent in a watch box, ordi¬ 
narily? A. Ordinarily about one-half turn, sometimes none 
at all and sometimes the entire eight hours. 

Q. When you were working at the watch box, are you 
alone? A. Mostly, mostly. 

Q. Well, when you are not at the watch box, where are 
you when you are on duty? A. Patrolling the yard. 

Q. What do you mean by patrolling the yard, Mr. Werry? 
A. Covering all the territory that is embraced by the Frank¬ 
lin plant, we may be found from one end of the plant to the 
other. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read the last question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

7202 Mr. Ford: Will you read the previous question? 

(The reporter repeated the question as requested.) 

Mr. Ford: Will you read the previous question and an¬ 
swer ? 

(The reporter repeated the last two previous questions 
and answers.) 

Q. (By Mr Ford) Now, to make the record perfectly clear, 
Mr. Werry, as I understand it, when you are on duty at 
the watch box, you are not necessarily in the watch box, 
you may be in the vicinity? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Rose: T think the witness has explained what it is 
all about. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Not necessarily in the watch box, I may be 
anywhere within 25 or 30 feet of it on business. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) And when you are on your turn but not 
on duty at a watch box, you are patrolling the interior of 
the plant, is that correct? A. That is correct. 
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Q. Could you tell us, Mr. Werry, just what you do w 
you are on duty at a watch box? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. 

7203 Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that again. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above 
forth.) 


hen 


set 


set 


ov- 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t you think you have q 
ered that sufficiently, Mr. Ford, or if you want to, ask ljmn 
if he did anything. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you do anything else other than 
what you have already described, Mr. Werry? A. When 
you are stationed at the watch box, your duty is— 

Mr. Rose: Now, is he telling this generally, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, this is the course of his con¬ 
duct, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Go ahead. A. When you are stationed 
at a watch box, your duty is mainly in the watch box. 
7204 When they are changing turns, you find a good bit 
to do on the outside relative to directing automobiles, 
seeing brass checks of the occupants of the cars and so on. 
You also act as a disseminator of information pertaining 
to company business. You answer telephone calls, cajlls 
pertaining to company business and individual business in 
case of sickness or accident, and there is a man required, 
or if there is a man required at his home in the plant, we 
see how quick we could get him, things of that kind. 

In fact, we take care of everything that comes up. 

Q. Now, when you are on duty at a watch box and you a.re 
in the watch box and it is not a change of turn, are you in 
a position where you can see people that enter and leave 
the gate? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And what do you do as you sec some one walk up or 
drive up to the gate at such times? A. If he isn’t an em¬ 
ployee, some one that I know, and is entitled to enter the 
plant, I let him pass. If he is in a car, I let him pass with 
a salute, or word of mouth. If he is a man on foot and has 
a brass check, has business in there— 
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Q. Just let me interrupt you, suppose it is a stranger? A. 
Then we inquire as to his business, whom he wishes 

7205 to see, what his business is. 

Q. Well, do you decide whether to admit him or 
not? A. That isn’t for me to decide, if he states his busi¬ 
ness, gives a logical excuse, we will call the superintendent 
or head of that department and announce the gentleman, if 
he doesn’t have a pass, and on request of the superinten¬ 
dent we will admit him to enter, if they will send an escort 
to take care of him. 

Q. Were you working on June 11, 1937? A. I reported 
for duty on the twelve to eight shift, arriving at the Upper 
Franklin Gate about 11:15. 

Q. 11:15 in the morning or at night? A. P. M. 

Q. Now, you arrived at 11:15 p. m. on Friday, June lltli; 
how long did you stay at the Main Gate, Upper Franklin 
Gate that day? A. Till six o’clock in the morning. 

Q. On Saturday? A. Saturday, June 12th. 

Q. Could you describe for us what you saw and heard 
at that gate during that period ? A. On Friday night, from 
midnight till morning, there wasn’t so much in the way 
of disorder, there was quite— 

7206 Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, that 
is a conclusion of the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that answer back. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will let him answer, go ahead. 

The Witness: Quite a large crowd of people on the street, 
and to any one attempting to enter the plant and they made 
it known that a strike was on in the plant and that they 
were not supposed to go in. There were very few that 
made any attempt to enter the plant after I arrived. Few, 
if any, but to those leaving the plant, the same means was 
used, automobiles were stopped and warned and allowed— 

Mr. Rose: I object to the characterization. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you saw, Mr. 
Werry. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike out the answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The last part goes out. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) Also, tell us what you heard, you can 
tell us what you heard, too. A. I heard the crowd tell them 
in a loud voice not to come back again, the occupants of the 
cars. 

Q. Was there a change of shift in the evening of 
7207 June 11th? A. Supposed to have been at eleven 
o’clock, T was not there at that time. 

Q. Could you estimate for us the number of people that 
were in the vicinity of the gate when you arrived on the 
evening of June 11th? A. Why, T would say approximately 
1500 people on that street that night. 

Q. What street is that? A. Main Street, Franklin, and 
extending around the corner onto Bridge Street. 

Q. Did that crowd increase or decrease in numbers as the 
evening went on.' A. The crowd seemed to maintain about 
the same size until some time after twelve o’clock, before 
there was anv noticeable decrease in the crowd. 

Q. Now, did the entire crowd disappear by the time that 
you left the following morning? A. Well, no, they had not 
all gone, there were some who stayed all night, scattered 
along the street up there, but for the most part they went 
home that night. 

Q. Were you at that gate the following evening? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. What time did you arrive. A. Six p. m. 

720S Q. How long did you stay there on that occasion? 
A. On that particular turn? 

Q. Yes. A. Till six a. m. on the morning of the 13th. 

Q. And were you there on any other evenings, between 
the evening of Saturday, June 12th and the first evening 
that the plant was closed by the so-called modified martial 
law, or martial law? A. I was on duty there each n ght 
from six pm to six a. m., up until the so-called modified 
martial law went into effect, even, well, 1 was going to say 
I stayed in the plant longer, but the martial law was in 
effect that Saturday night. 

Q. Which Saturday night do you mean? A. The Satur¬ 
day night, we term it Saturday night, the first evidence we 
saw of the effect of the martial law was about 12:30 a m. 
Sunday morning. 

Q. What date? A. June 20th. 
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7209 Q. Were you on duty alone at that gate between 
Saturday, June 12th and a week from the following 

Sunday morning? A. Never at any time alone. 

Q. How many other men were with you regularly? A. 
Two. 

Q. During that period? A. We had two in addition to 
myself. 

Q. Now, were there any other watchmen in the vicinity 
of the gate besides yourself and these other two men that 
you have mentioned ? A. There were four others, not close, 
not within view of the gate. 

Q. Well, do vou know where the parking lot is up there? 
A. I do. 

Q. Were there any men up at the parking lot ? A. Two 
men. 

Q. Were these two men at the parking lot two of the 
men that you have referred to? A. They were. 

Q. Could you describe for us the conditions at the gate 
that we have been referring to between six o’clock in the 
evening of Saturday, June 12th and six o’clock in the morn¬ 
ing of Sunday, June 13th? A. Saturday night’s crowd was 
a pretty large crowd, but there wasn’t much in the way of 
noise or disorder, Saturday night. Saturday night 

7210 was what we would term a rather quiet night, under 
the circumstances. 

Q. Well, now, at that period of time, how did Saturday 
night compare with other nights in the week from the point 
of view of operations in the plant? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question, slowly, will 
you ? 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth.) 

Q. Trial Examiner Bloom: Has this witness been quali¬ 
fied to state that, as to that? 

Mr. Ford: Well, as I understand it, he spent a great deal 
of his time at the gate and he could tell the number of 
men that entered and left the plant various nights in the 
week. 

Mr. Rose: There is no question— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no question as to the 
operations in the plant. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


3747 


Mr. Ford: I will withdraw the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) At the period of time to which we 
have been referring, that is the middle of June and jjrior 
to that time, how did Saturday night compare with o^her 
nights in the week from the point of view of the rium- 

7211 ber of men that entered and left the gate at which 
you were on duty? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, it calls for 
a conclusion of the witness. 

Mr. Ford: He said this Saturday night was rather quiet 
and I am trying to get him to explain what he mean!} by 
that. 

Mr. Rose: Why don’t you ask him? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, isn’t his—what did you 
say, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Well, why don’t, if the point is the explana¬ 
tion, why doesn’t counsel ask the witness what he meant 
by that, and furthermore, I think the witness testified as 
to what he did mean. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will sustain the objection| to 
the form of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Prior to Saturday, June 11th and 
June 12th, 1937, had you been on duty at any other gate 
at the Franklin gate or at any other gate on Saturday 
night? A. Yes. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t quite understand the question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. T am sorry. 

Mr. Ford: All right. I will withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) During the two months pre- 

7212 ceding Saturday, June 12th, had you ever been on 
duty at the Main gate in Franklin at night? A. Yes, 

sir. 

Q. Now, can you tell us the approximate number of Sat¬ 
urday nights you had been on duty at that gate in that two- 
month period? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. It is ihi- 
material how manv nights he had been on dutv. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie may answer. Go ahead 
The Witness: Part of two out of each three Saturday 
nights, that is the second and third, you might s^y. 

7213 Q. Had you been on duty at that gate at night diir- 
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ing this two months' period on any of the other days 
of the week? A. I had. 

Q. Which days? A. Almost each day, with the exception 
of my day off. 

Q. What day of the week was your day off? A. I am not 
certain. Our schedule is made a month at a time and 
changes every so often, you may have one day off for one 
month and then another day the next month. 

Q. During the two months’ period, when you were on 
duty at the Upper Gate at night, were you in a position to 
observe the number of men that entered and left the gate, 
number of workmen? A. I was. 

Q. Well, now, could you tell us whether more or, whether 
more or less men entered on Saturday night then on the 
other nights? A. Less. 

Q. Less? A. Less, it was customary for us to expect less 
men. 

Mr. Rose: l move to strike, Mr. Examiner, I don’t see 
how that is material or relevant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see any automobiles on 
7214 the night of Saturday, June 12th, near the gate? A. 

On Saturday night, there were a couple of cars went 
out of the yard and sounded a little farther up the street 
as if they were being stoned. 

Mr. Rose: I move, Mr. Examiner, to strike the “sounded 
as if.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, will you describe the sound you 
have just referred to, Mr. Worry? A. The rattle of stones 
against automobiles. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner, obviously the 
man didn’t see it. 

Mr. Ford: Well, he is describing the sound. 

Mr. Rose: And, he is attaching his own conclusion to 
the sounds he heard. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may go out. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, did you see any, did you see these 
automobiles go through the gate? A. Yes. 

Q. And where, in what direction were they going? A. 
Straight up Main Street into Franklin Boro. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


|749 

Q. And how far had they gone before you heard any 
sound coining from their direction? A. I would say the 
length of this auditorium. 

Q. Well, now, can you describe the sounds without 
7215 using the word, “automobile”? 

Mr. Rose: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, he ^aid 
it was the sound— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, tell us wliiat 


kind of sound. 

The Witness: The sound of stones striking against an 
automobile. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, could you describe the sounds 
without using the •word “automobiles”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, don’t let’s keep repeating, 
go on to something else. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, I think the witness is 
entitled to describe the sounds that he heard. The record 
is rather meaningless. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did these automobiles continue to move 
along Main Street, or did they come to a stop? A. I don’t 
think there was one of them stopped. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike out what he thinks. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you know, Mr. 
Werry. That goes out. 

The Witness: It is pretty hard to be positive, when 

7216 the street is packed so densely w’ith people as to 
whether a slowly moving automobile may be still 

slowly moving or at a standstill. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out. 

7217 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were there any people between 
the watch box and the intersection of Main and Lo¬ 
cust Streets? A. Yes, indeed, a good many hundreds. 

Q. Could you see the intersection of Main and Lociist 
Streets from the watch box? A. Well, there w^ere times 
when I could see the heads of people that far up, that is 
about all you could see, because the street was practically 
blocked. 
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Q. Could you tell us the approximate distance between 
the watch box and the intersection of Main and Locust 
Streets? A. No, 1 wouldn’t be qualified to judge that, it 
is a nice sized city block. 

Q. I believe that you used the expression “the length of 
this auditorium”, Mr. Werrv. Could you express that in 
feet, for the purpose of the record? A. Eighty feet. 

Q. You say this is about eighty feet. Do you mean to 
the back of the auditorium? A. I would consider it about 
eighty feet. 

Q. Do you mean to the edge of the stage or—A. From 
where I am to the back of the auditorium, 1 would consider 
about eighty feet. 

Q. Now, when you used that expression, did you consider 
that distance or the distance from the edge of the 

7218 stage to the rear of the auditorium? A. I mean from 
here to the back of the building. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean from where you 
are standing? 

The Witness: Absolutely. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, by the back of the building, what 
do you mean, the back—A. Back of this room, this audito¬ 
rium. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean where the doors 
are? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: With the windows in them, Mr. 
Worry? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rose: It is going to be meaningless unless we know 
approximately how much that distance is, it is meaning¬ 
less in the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you want to, you can mea¬ 
sure it for the record down to feet and— 

Mr. Rose: Put it in the record, I don’t care. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This witness is giving his ap¬ 
proximation of eighty feet. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you estimate the distance from 
where you are, Mr. Werry, to the clock that is on the bal¬ 
cony of the auditorium? 

7219 Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean in a straight 
line, Mr. Ford? 
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Mr. Ford: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean at a point below the 
clock? 

Mr. Ford: Well, yes, opposite, on the level with Mr. 
Werry’s eyes. 

The Witness: Well, I would say it was about forty-five 
feet from me. My idea of distance might not be too good, 
but— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you estimate for us the number 
of people that were in the vicinity of the gate on Main 
Street and Bridge Street that night, Mr. Werrv? A. On 
the Saturday night? 

Q. On Saturday night, yes. A. Saturday night, 1 would 
say there was approximately two thousand people. 

Q. Did you see any Franklin Boro police there at that 
time? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you see any county peace officers there at tljiat 
time? A. I don’t recall seeing any on Saturday night. 

Q. Were there any State police there at that time? A. 
Not that 1 remember, not on Saturday night. 

7220 Q. Well, now, I understand that you arrived there 
at that g^te at six o’clock in the evening on Sunday, 
June 13th, is that correct? A. That is correct. 

Q. Were there any people in the vicinity of the gate at 
that time? A. They were scattered all the way along the 
street and some few down close to the gate when I came |>n 
duty. 

Q. And, approximately how many people were there 
then? 

Mr. Rose: Where? 

Mr. Ford: In the vicinity of the gate on Main Street and 
Bridge Street in Franklin on the evening of Sunday, June 
13th? 

The Witness: Eight o’clock in the evening? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Yes. A. A hundred people wou d 
cover all that were there from the gate up to Broad Alley. 

Q. How many people? A. One hundred. 

Q. Did the number of persons at the place that I have 
mentioned, increase or decrease as the evening went on? 
A. Increased very greatly. 

Q. Well, now, can you describe for us what you saw and 
heard at that gate from the time that you arrived theife 
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in the evening until you left the following morning, 

7221 if you did leave at that time? A. The first part of 
the night was very quiet, but as time wore on, people 

began to gather, and by the time it began to grow dark, 
they begin to come in droves toward the gate. That lasted 
until the street was fairly packed with people down to the 
gate, around the corner and part way up Bridge Street, and 
it was, I will say, approximately ten o’clock when the first 
automobile came along— 

Mr. Bose: What ? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

The Witness: —to enter the plant. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) On ten o’clock on Sunday evening? 
A. Sunday evening. 

Q. Please go ahead, will you, Mr. Werry? A. And, at 
times, intervals, there was a car came, every car was met 
with a barrage of stone and brick. 

Q. Well, which direction— 

Mr. Rose: I object to the word “barrage” there, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) In which direction were the cars mov¬ 
ing? A. Headed toward the Franklin plant, coming down 
Main Street. 

7222 Q. Toward the gate? A. Toward the gate. 

Q. Well, now, at what time did these automobiles 
start to come down Main Street? A. I said the first one 
came approximately ten o’clock. 

Q. And about how large was the crowd at that time? A. 
I think the crowd about that time was the same size it was 
w'hen later on Sheriff Boyle estimated it at thirty-five hun¬ 
dred. My estimate would be approximately three thousand. 

Q. Did you see the stones strike these automobiles? A. 
Well, yes, I saw some stones strike the automobiles. 

Q. How large were the stones you saw’? A. They w'ere 
all sizes. There were stones scattered around the gate 
there that were the size of a half brick, and stones of the 
same size, you know'. 

Q. Did you observe the effect, if any, of the stones on 
the automobiles? A. Yes, indeed,— 

Q. Can you—A. —upon all of them. 
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Q. Can you tell us wliat it was? A. It bursted glass and 
many of them were marked with marks on the side, deni;s in 
the sides of the cars. 

Q. In what percentage of the automobiles would 

7223 you say the glass was broken? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you see the glass b 
broken ? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, did you 
stones hit the glass and break it? 

The Witness: I saw some stones hit some glass in 
ears. It would be readily understood that I couldn’t 
the stones that came from the back, at night, when they 
their object, I knew that they came— 

Mr. Rose: Go ahead. 

The Witness: But, I couldn’t see the stones and 
was the question. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike all that out, Mr. 

Mr. Ford: It seems to me that that is a perfectly 
answer, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The trouble is it doesn’t 
anything. I mean, if this witness didn’t see these 
that is his opinion of what it did. That may have been 
interesting, but it doesn’t mean anything. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see the stones hit the 
A. I saw the stones hit the glass in automobiles and 
the glass fly, in some instances. 

7224 Mr. Rose: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what he saw, 

can tell us. 

Mr. Rose: I mean, what he said a few minutes ago. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think my comment talfces 
care of that. 

Mr. Ford: I didn’t hear what you said, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose renewed his motion to 
strike, and I said, “I think my comment takes care of it.” 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you have a chance to observe all 
of the cars that came into the gate that night after they ^ot 
up to the watch box? A. No, I didn’t, there was no hesita¬ 
tion on the part of any driver, once he got that far. 
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Q. Well, now, in what percentage of the cars that you 
saw pass the watch box were there broken windows and 
windshields ? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead and tell us. 

Mr. Rose: He said he didn’t see all the cars that came 
into the gate. 

Mr. Ford: I said, of what he saw. 

Mr. Rose: Perhaps the witness didn’t hear the 

7225 question. 

Mr. Ford: Will you repeat the question? 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Rose: I renew my objection to that question. 

Mr. Ford: It seems to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, let him answer, for all the 
record shows, they may have been broken down in some 
other place, 1 don’t know. Go ahead and answer the ques¬ 
tion. 

The Witness: I say, there wasn’t a car that went through 
that gate that didn't have a broken window or a battered 
fender or side of the car. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see Corporal Wagner of the 
Pennsylvania State police that evening? A. I did. 

Q. Did anything happen to him during the course of the 
evening that you observed? A. Corporal Wagner was 
across the driveway, you might say on the Bridge Street 
side of the driveway. In attempting to hold the crowd 
back that was rushing an automobile, Corporal Wagner 
was almost pushed under that automobile. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Ford: It is part of the picture, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All of this has about as 

7226 little to do with the 8 (1)—8 (2) allegations of the 
complaint as I can figure out, but go ahead. I wish 

all the counsel in this case would read the pleadings again 
in the near future. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, it is understood, I think, 
that we didn’t start this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I grant you you didn’t start it, 
but it is in the record and this stuff is just piling up, it is 
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needlessly accumulative, immaterial, and I think it is Ab¬ 
surd. 

Mr. Ford: 1 don’t believe we have had any witness tes¬ 
tify about the condition at this gate at the time this witness 
was there. I think he is the first witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am frank to say I don’t kn|ow 
what all this has to do with the issues in the case. The 
Board put in a certain amount of it, now the Respondents 
are putting in a certain amount of it. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ford: Well, the Board saw fit to put in part of the 
story and leave out the rest, and we are just completing 
the picture. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, this is an unfair 
statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, at any rate, tjhe 

7227 Board put in some, now the Respondents are putting 
in some. All of it in my opinion has practicably 

nothing whatever to do with this proceeding. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you describe for us the conduct 
of the crowd that evening, Mr. Werryt 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, it calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see what the crowd was doiilig 
that evening, Mr. Werryt A. Well, the crowd was milling 
about quite a good deal, making all kinds of noise. At any 
opportunity afforded they hurled epithets at a man or any 
person they could see at a distance in the yard. 

Mr. Rose: 1 move to strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, let it go in. What is the dif¬ 
ference? It doesn't make any difference what they did. 
Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was the crowd quiet or noisy? A. 
Very noisy. 

Q. What did you hear the crowd say or do? A. Well, 
most of the voices that were raised loud, you know, were 
cursing, swearing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did they say? Tell us what 
they said. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you remember any of the 

7228 statements made by members of the crowd? A. Yeb, 
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thev would look down toward the mill and if thev 
* + 

w'ould see a man down in the mills around the open hearth, 
“Son of a bitch,” and everything of that nature that they 
could lay their tongue to. 

Mr. Rose: 1 move to strike, if they saw it, how does this 
man know what the crowd saw? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) "Well, were there men working in the 
plant? A. Yes. 

Q. That night? A. There were men in the plant. 

Q. Were they visible to the crowd? A. At times. 

Mr. Rose: 1 object to that, Mr. Examiner. How can he 
testify whether the crowd saw men in the plant? 

Mr. Ford: I didn’t ask him whether the crowd saw them, 
I merely asked if the men were visible from the crowd. 

Mr. Rose: Well, then, that calls for a conclusion. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, if a man, as I understand it, was 
not very far from the crowd— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead, answer. 

The Witness: They were, at times. 

7229 Q. (By Mr. Ford) With reference to those men, 
where were the members of the crowd looking, or 
some of them? A. Looking toward— 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, that is objected to, Mr. Examiner, 
we are going pretty far, this man is reading the minds of 
the crowd, now, he is asked by counsel to tell us where they 
were looking. 

Mr. Ford: Well, he could look at them and tell where thev 
were looking, 1 didn’t ask him what the crowds saw, if you 
want that, I will put it that way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: Those in the vicinity of the gate were look¬ 
ing toward the open hearth and toward the blooming mill, 
really, the only two points where they could hope to see 
anybody. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that answer. 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Ford) How do you spell “blooming,” Mr. 
Werry? A. B-l-o-o-m-i-n-g. 

Q. Did you See Sheriff Boyle there that night? A. I did, 
talked to him once or twice. 
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Q. With reference to the time that the automobiles wqre 
being stoned, did vou see Sheriff Bovle at all that nigljt ? 
A. I did. 

7230 Q. Did you have a conversation with him? A. 
few words now and then. 

Q. Do you remember any of the conversation ? A. Y 
one remark in particular that I made to Sheriff Boyle. 

Q. What did you say? A. At approximately— 

Mr. Rose: 1 object to the conversation with Sher 
Boyle. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Go ahead, please, Mr. Werrv! A. Ap¬ 
proximately at eleven o’clock, I turned to Sheriff Boyle, 
the presence of Mr. Bergmann and made the wish that 
might rain one inch in the next fifteen minutes. Slier: 
Boyle looked around with a funny expression on his fa 
and said, “Can’t you say nice things?” 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what was going on about thht 
time? A. Just at that particular time it was quiet. Evei| 
attempt to enter the plant had been completed or turned 
away, you know, it was eleven o’clock. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike “every attempt”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, had the stoning of the automo¬ 
biles you referred to taken place before or after thjs 

7231 conversation? A. Before. 

Q. Did you see Sheriff Boyle do anything with ref¬ 
erence to the stone throwing? A. I did not. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How about the Franklin Boro police 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What about the Franklin Bor! 
police? 

Mr. Ford: Will you read the question relating to Sheriff 
Boyle, Mr. Reporter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this is a new cpiestion. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you see the Franklin Boro policje 
do anything with reference to the stoning—the stone throvj 
ing at the gate? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: T did not. 


o 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Give me Board’s Exhibit 1, will 
you please. 

(The reporter handed Board’s Exhibit 1 to Trial Exam¬ 
iner Bloom.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) I don’t recall whether you told us, Mr. 
Werrv, at what time during the evening you saw 

7232 Sheriff Boyle at that gate. A. I saw Sheriff Boyle 
several times prior to the time that I say I made that 

remark. 

Q. Well, now, with reference to— A. That was approxi¬ 
mately, or shortly preceding eleven o’clock and I had seen 
Sheriff Boyle quite a few times between ten and eleven. 

Q. Could you fix Sheriff Boyle’s presence at the gate with 
reference to the stone throwing that you have described? 
Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t understand that ques¬ 
tion. Will you please rephrase it? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was Sheriff Boyle there when no 
stones were being thrown, or was he there when they were 
throwing stones? A. He was there when they were throw¬ 
ing stones. 

Q. By “there” do you mean the vicinity of the gate? 
A. At the gate. 

Q. Did you see any automobiles come down Bridge Street 
From Buckley Hill that evening? A. I did, there was 
one automobile come down there that I recall quite 
clearly. 

7233 Q. Do you recall who was in that automobile? A. 
At the time, I didn’t know. T learned later that it 

was a man, a young man, a woman and a youngster, what 
age, I don’t know. 

Q. Do you know their names? A. I learned that the 
name was Crissey. 

Q. Now, tell us just what you saw with reference to that 
automobile. A. With respect to that automobile, he came 
down the hill rather unusual, the rest were coming Main 
Street way. This automobile came down the hill and it was 
met with a shower of stones right outside the gate. There 
was an arc of people across Main Street. The driver 
swerved his car into the yard. It all happened so quickly, 
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all I had time to see was there was a man and a woman in 
the car. 

Q. Well, now, can you fix the time of this incident? A. 
Some time between ten thirty and eleven, I would say. 

Q. Did you see the car damaged in any way? A. Yes, 
that car was damaged, I was in position to see the stones 
strike that car. 

Q. Where did they strike the car? A. The side of the 
car, on the left side that I noticed. 

7234 Mr. Ford: Will you read back the last question 
and answer please? 

(The reporter read the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) At what time did the incident occur, 
the incident of the automobile that came down Bridge 
Street? A. At some time between ten thirty and eleven. 

Q. Did you see where the automobile went after it en¬ 
tered the gate? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you do anything at any subsequent time 
evening with reference to that automobile? A. 
in the night it became necessary for us to get that car 
of the vard, by ‘‘us” I mean my brother watchmen 
myself. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike “it became necessary”. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I don’t know, maybe it was 
unnecessary, what is the difference, go ahead, finish your 
story. 

The Witness: We appealed to the crowd on the outside 
of the fence. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Can you tell us what you said? A. 
We asked if they would allow this car to be parked un¬ 
molested. They wanted to know something about 

7235 the car and I told them that the car came down that 
hill, there were no employees in the car and there 

was a woman in the car, and the spokesman for that crowd 
wanted to know how did it get in there? 

T said there wasn’t any place else for him to go when the 
stones started to fly, that street was blocked solid, so he 
ducked into the gate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who was the man you tal 
to? 
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The Witness: I don’t know his name. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you describe him? A. He 
acted as a spokesman for that crowd outside. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the conversation. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) At what time did this conversation 
take place? A. About three o’clock in the morning. 

Q. Now had this man been there before, this man that 
you spoke to in the crowd that you referred to? A. Yes, 
that man had been visible practically all night outside. 

Q. What had he been doing prior to that time? A. Oh, 
just mingling with the crowd. 

Q. Well, had he done anything that other persons in the 
crowd hadn’t done? A. Not that I would know of. 

Q. Did you see him again at any time during the strike ? 
A. Not that man, I did not. 

7236 Mr. Rose: I move to strike out the conversation 
with the so-called spokesman and also the charac¬ 
terization of the man referred to as a spokesman. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, this witness has done 
the best he can in identifying the spokesman. He has not 
refused to disclose information about his identity that is 
in his possession, and I certainly think it should stand. 

Mr. Rose: Well, that isn’t the question, we don’t doubt 
that he tried to identify the man, but the fact that he hasn’t 
been identified— 

Mr. Ford: Well, what rule of law— 

Mr. Rose: We don’t question what the witness says, his 
answer— 

Mr. Ford: I would like to know what basis of law lies 
at the basis of the counsel’s motion. 

Mr. Rose: The same theory on which counsel for the 
respondents made similar objections when we sought to 
put in testimony or any conversations concerning anybody 
whose name was not mentioned. 

Mr. Ford: Well, as I recall it— 

Mr. Rose: Especially when there was no reason for it 
except that a man did not know. 

Mr. Ford: As I recall it, we made such objec- 

7237 tions in two classes of cases: One, where the wit¬ 
ness knew the name of the person but refused to dis¬ 
close it on proper cross-examination: and in the second 
instance, when the statement was supposed to be admis- 
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sible as an admission, as an agent of the company, and |he 
was unable to identify the speaker with sufficient accuracy 
to determine whether he was or was not an agent of ^he 
company, and neither one of those two conditions prevail 
here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, how can the Board pos¬ 
sibly find out in this instance whether this man is telling 
the truth? 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How can they find out by bring¬ 
ing in other people? He may have related a conversation, 
it may not correctly state the facts. 

Mr. Rose: That also was one of the bases for the objec¬ 
tion made by counsel for the respondents. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was the basis, as I under¬ 
stand, for a considerable number of respondents’ objec¬ 
tions, that they would then not be in a position to dispute 
the facts stated unless they could get the man in, the coh- 
versations had with— 

Mr. Moore: If I may speak, because Mr. Ford did not 
conduct the cross-examination and I did, I think he hi s 
correctly stated the basis of my objections. It w*,s 
7238 the characterization of the man whose name was not 
given as being a foreman, and I said that I would 
have to call all of the people of that class in order to show 
whether or not the man was or was not a foreman. The 
only way that I could eliminate, find out whether the state¬ 
ment was or was not correct, was to call every foremai^. 
It was not the fact that the man’s name was not disclosed 
and the witness could not tell it, but he had characterized 
the man. 

Now, this man is not being characterized, it seems to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He is being characterized as a 
spokesman. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he spoke. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But he is being characterized 
as the spokesman for the crowd. 

Mr. Moore: Well, perhaps that may be the mistake, but— 

Mr. Rose: Furthermore, how could we possibly find out 
who the man is? The testimony is that the crowd was 
three thousand. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will let it stand. The 
testimony doesn’t amount to anything, anyhow. Go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, may I ask, you have 

7239 made those remarks over and over again— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Moore: May T ask for my own information, does 
this mean that you are now reaching a conclusion as to 
the weight of the evidence? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am reaching— 

Mr. Moore: That you are to use in reaching a decision? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am making no decision here. 

Mr. Moore: May I speak, or does it mean that you are 
now expressing an opinion of your own which is to be 
used by the person who does make up the decision? It 
seems to me that it is hardly fair for you to characterize 
the testimony that has been given. 

I think you, if T may say so, have done your full duty if 
you rule on the questions of whether the evidence is ad¬ 
missible oi* not admissible, and not undertake to say what 
the weight of the evidence is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think it is perfectly 
proper for me, after listening for about seven or eight days 
of testimony, on what I conceive to be a point having 
practically no conceivable relation to the issues in this 
case, to say what I think of it. The Board put in a certain 
amount of testimony along the same line. I assumed when 
the Board put it in, that the Board was going to 

7240 show the relevancy to the proceedings. 

At the beginning of the proceedings it is difficult, 
at times, to know just what testimony will or will not be 
relevant and I permitted a fair amount of that testimony 
to go in. 

Mr. Moore: Well, you remember, don’t you, that you 
left the testimony in over niv objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You made no objections what¬ 
ever to any testimony having to do with any violence that 
occurred during the strike. If you can show me one such 
objection in the record, I will withdraw every statement I 
have just made. I have never seen any. 

Mr. Moore: Well, this is not a question of showing what 
violence— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all I have heard since 
the respondents’ case started. 
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Mr. Moore: This evidence is intended to show that what 
the Citizens’ Committee of Johnstown did, and what the 
Mayor of the City of Johnstown did, or whoever the gov¬ 
ernment authorities were that acted, was justified. Their 
action has been attacked here and I repeatedly urged that 
there was no connection shown between the city of Johns¬ 
town and the respondents or between the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee and the respondents, and all the evidence was 

7241 adduced here to show that there was, that the, as I 
understand it, I can’t, of course, know what the 

purpose of the Board is, but the conclusion that I reached 
in my own mind was that it was introduced for the purpose 
of proving that the committee was only an adjunct of the 
company, that the City Government was only an adjunct 
of the company, and that there wasn’t any violence. 

Witnesses called repeatedly never saw a stone thrown, 
as I said before. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right, I grant you. 

Mr. Moore: We are trying to show— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assumed when the Board put 
in that testimony, that it was going to be connected up in 
some way, I never found any connection between the Pact 
that no violence occurred and the activities of the respon¬ 
dents, the alleged activities of the respondents, and the 
Citizens’ Committee and the various officials of the City 
of Johnstown. 

I think they are two entirely separate things. The com¬ 
plaint sets out certain activities of the officials of the City 
of Johnstown, certain activities of the respondents. What 
violence has to do with that, I frankly don’t know. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

7242 Trial Examiner Bloom : I mean at this poin t I 
am frank to say that the evidence adduced by the 

Board that there was no violence has been, in my opinion, 
negatived. T don’t think it needs any more evidence. 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am frank to say that. You 
asked whether I have the right to draw a conclusion. I 


will state right now that 1 don’t think that the contention 
made by the Board, if they made any such contention, al¬ 
though it is not made in the pleadings, that there was no 
violence, can be found on this state of the record. 
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I think at this time it has been demonstrated by the facts 
adduced by the respondents that that is not correct, that 
there was a certain amount of violence, but there is a ques¬ 
tion of how much you are going* to pile up on this. 

Mr. Moore: Well- 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The point itself is too imma¬ 
terial to waste too much time with it. 

Mr. Moore: I am willing to sit down and discuss with 
Board’s counsel and the Examiner the striking from the 
record of evidence and the withdrawal of the charges of 
the complaint that certain things were done, to show that 
the company did certain things— 

7243 Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, that evidence has 
nothing to do with the complaint. 

Mr. Moore: Now, the charge is that we, in conjunction 
with the Mayor, did certain things, in conjunction with the 
City Government. We are showing— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, that is the complaint, 
either you did them or you didn’t do them. 

Mr. Moore: We are showing that what was done by the 
City of Johnstown with reference to special police and with 
reference to other things, tear gas and so on, were not only 
a part of the duty of the government, or necessary in the 
performance of the duties of the City Government, that 
thev had no connection with it, that the city did what it 
did because it was, as we have said, charged with the duty 
of trying to maintain law and order. 

Wo are not responsible for it and this is all a part of 
that program as I see it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know, it is beyond me. 

Mr. Moore: I grant you the record is full of evidence 
that does not show anything in so far as the respondents 
are concerned, but as long as the evidence has gone in, it 
is its duty, I feel it my duty, as counsel here with 

7244 my associates, to urge that we undertake to show 
that what was put in was either not true or not the 

full picture. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, 1 have stated in my 
opinion at this point on this record the facts, or the conten¬ 
tion, that might have been made, or the conclusion that 
might have been drawn from the evidence adduced by the 
Board, that there was no violence during the strike, cannot 
be drawn. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, that is why I said that so long ks the 
evidence stands of record, indicated, I feel that we must 
go ahead. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think you have demon¬ 
strated that point. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if the Board’s counsel want td con¬ 
sider what should be done about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think Board’s counsel 
have anything to do with it, I think it is up to me to say 
whether or not T am going to permit any more, more and 
more evidence, to pile up on what is, in the first place, an 
immaterial point and, in the second place, a point which I 
feel has been rebutted at that point. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t see how you can guarantee to 
me any decision on any particular point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, if the Board should 

7245 reverse me on that point, then they would have to 
send it back to take more evidence— 

Mr. Moore: I am not talking about your ruling, am 
talking about the effect of the evidence that has been put in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the Board may come to 
a different opinion. J 

Mr. Moore: We know that in other cases conclusions 
have been drawn by the Board from evidence of a similar 
character that has been put in, where it has not beer] re¬ 
butted, and I don’t want to, if I can avoid it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is not one of the issues 
in this ease. 

Mr. Moore: —to fail. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other cases there may have 
been issues different, I don’t know, but in this case that 
was not one of the issues. In the second place, I make! the 
statement right into the record that on this state of the 
record, as it is today, without any more evidence at all, the 
Board could not and cannot make a finding that there was 
no violence during the strike that was the effect of the 
Board’s testimony— 

Mr. Moore: That is not the point, the point is that there 
was violence enough to justify, not only to justify, 

7246 but to require, the City Government and Mayor 
Shields doing everything he did and more. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, as I understand it, 
then, Mr. Moore, if the Board had put in no evidence what¬ 
ever to the effect that there was no violence, your position 
now would still be the same, that you would be permitted 
to put in testimony that there was violence? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As a justification for the ac¬ 
tivities of Mayor Shields and the Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Moore: Well, if you say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, I just want to get your 
position on the record. 

Mr. Moore: If you say that you saw a connection be¬ 
tween the City Government and the company, if you had 
ruled against that and said, “No, there is no connection 
between the City Government and the company, the re¬ 
spondents,” why, of course, the picture would have been 
entirely different and my attitude in the situation, the 
proof that T would be deducing, would be different. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the proof, as stated by 
the pleadings, whether or not there is any evidence connect¬ 
ing the respondents and Mayor Shields and the Citizens' 
Committee, not whether or not there was any vio- 
7247 lence during the strike— 

Mr. Moore: Well, there are two blocks here, as I 

see it. 

“First, the City Government; secondly, the Citizens' 
Committee.” Or, put it the other way, I am just simply 
stating two things: The charge, as I understand it, is that 
the Citizens’ Committee was inaugurated, it was founded, 
by the company, for a purpose, in the same way that what 
the City did, it did because it was instigated to do that by 
the company. 

They called witnesses here to show about tear gas and 
other equipment being bought by the City. What for? 
They tried to get out of the witness that it was bought by 
Bethlehem Steel Company or bought for Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Now, what is the purpose of that ? It seems to me that, 
Mr. Examiner, it is my duty to rebut; not only to rebut 
evidence, but to go further and show that there is abso¬ 
lutely no basis whatever for the charges contained in this 
complaint, that the company had anything to do with the 
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Citizens’ Committee or had anything* to do with the Cjity, 
in so far as the conduct of the City was concerned. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the last statement that 
von made that yon are entitled to rebut that, there 

7248 is no question about it, that is part of the issues in 
the case, but this testimony that is going in so jar, 

[ don’t think is material and I have no hesitancy in saying 
so. I have permitted it, I have let it go in for quite a time 
already, because I felt that the Board went into the sa|me 
material and I was not going to say to the respondents 
that they could not go into the same sort of thing the Board 
went into, although it was, in my opinion, immaterial. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am afraid I haven’t made myself 
clear. I repeatedly, almost every witness, and sometimes, 
many times during the examination of a witness, made 
the statement that there was no connection between the 
company and the Citizens’ Committee, no connection [be¬ 
tween the company and the City. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That testimonv went to some- 

mf 

thing in the complaint. 

Mr. Moore: And you, on my objection, stating that as 
my basis, overruled it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. 

Mr. Moore: Which you, of course, you had a right to do. 
Xow, when you overruled my objection, you enlarged, 
necessarily, my duty in preparing and putting in a de¬ 
fense here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, of course, the ques- 

7249 tion, it is a question of what a proper defense is. 

Well, we will take it up at two o’clock. 


(Thereupon, at 12:35 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
until two o’clock p. m.) 

7254 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to Re¬ 
cess, at two o’clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Werrv. 
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Frank D. Werry resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were you at the main gate, the Upper 
Gate at Franklin, on the evening of Tuesday, June 15th? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, will you please read 
that back? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Rose: Will you excuse me a minute, please? I 
just wanted to say with reference to what Mr. Moore men¬ 
tioned, just before recess, if counsel for the respondents 
desire to negotiate a possible disposition of the case, the 
Board's counsel will be glad to discuss it with them, even at 
this time, so that they could be in a position to take 
7255 it up with the Board in Washington. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I— 

Mr. Rose: We have no desire to impose any expense on 
any one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn’t recall hearing Mr. 
Moore say that. I understand—correct me if I am wrong, 
Mr. Moore—I understood you to say that you would be 
glad to discuss with counsel for the Board and the Trial 
Examiner certain questions about striking out evidence 
from the record. Am I correct? 

Mr. Moore: And also allegations from the complaint, 
yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know, if you want 
to— 

Mr. Moore: I didn’t say anything about the disposition 
of the case. Of course, I am willing to sit down and discuss 
a dismissal of the case or anything of that sort. 

Mr. Rose: Well, we are also willing to sit down and 
discuss a cease and desist order. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you want to— 

Mr. Moore: I think it should be stricken from the record, 
physically strike from the record, T said nothing about such 
a thing. 
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Mr. Rose: Well, I— 

7256 Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course, Mr. Rose skid 
nothing about the dismissal of the case, either. |At 

any rate, whether you men wish to sit down and discus^ a 
possible disposition of the case or eliminating certain ques¬ 
tions from the record, do you want to discuss it? If you 
want time for that, I will be glad to give it to counsel. Mr. 
Moore, are you interested in— 

Mr. Rose: We will sit down and discuss it, if it ^ill 
shorten the case, certainly. 

Mr. Moore: Well, not shorten the case, I am discussing 
what goes out. I didn’t mean to discuss that which is going 
in in the future, I mean to discuss what goes out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know, I assume 
that might also have a tendency to possibly shorten t|he 
record in the case, I don’t know. Well, if you gentleman 
want to take some time now to discuss this matter, I will 
be very glad to give it to you. 

Mr. Rose: I will be glad to. If it will serve any useful 
purpose, I will be glad to. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am willing to discuss anything Al¬ 
ways. 

Mr. Shawe: After all, we are willing to discuss it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I can’t see any particular 

7257 harm. Of course, before the recess— 

Mr. Moore: Why wouldn’t it be wise to finish with 
this witness before you do whatever you do? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, so that we won’t hate 
to chop up the record on it. Go ahead, Mr. Ford. 

7258 (The reporter read the last question as above s|et 
forth.) 

The Witness: I was. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you arrive at your post at the 
gate at the usual time that evening, Mr. Werry? A. I did. 

Q. Now, can you describe for us, or tell us, what ycju 
saw and heard at the gate, the main Franklin gate, the 
upper gate, on that evening while you were on duty? A. 
Well, that was one of the largest crowds that had bedn 
gathered there, one of the largest crowds that ever gathered 
during the strike, Tuesday evening. The crowd gathered 
about the time it got dark and the crowd was very noisjr, 
disorderly. 
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Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. Go ahead. 

The Witness: It was one of the evenings that automo¬ 
biles did not attempt to use the gate, to the best of my 
recollection. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner, how does 
be know what automobiles did? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, as far as you know, Mr. Werry, 
that is so, isn’t it? A. So far as I know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand, go 

7259 ahead. 

Tiie Witness: And the crowd was, seemed to be, 
very, very restless, approximately— 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, the characterization, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What did you see that made you think 
—just as you have stated? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That has been stricken, Mr. 
Ford. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I am trying to ask the man what he saw 
that made him make the statement that was stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no statement in the 
record. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) All right, proceed, Mr. Werry. Tell 
us what you saw and heard. A. An enormous crow’d of 
people who were very restless— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, explain what the crowd was 
doing. A. Moving about very much in the neighborhood of 
the gate and a bit—and a good bit of conversation seemed 
to be exchanged and passed from one to another. This kept 
up throughout the evening until a time, I will say, approxi¬ 
mately eleven o’clock. 

One man in the forward part of the crowd made a dash 
forward seeking to recover some of the loose stones 

7260 on the ground. 

Mr. Rose: Motion to strike “seeking”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what he did. 

The Witness: Recovering some of the loose stones— 

Mr. Rose: Motion to strike— 

The Witness: —Loose stones on the ground. 

Mr. Rose: —“Recovering”. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Wliat do you mean by “recov¬ 
ering”? 

The Witness: Stones that had been previously used. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What was he doing with the stones, 
Mr. Werry ? A. He intended, evidently, to use them. 

Mr. Rose: Oh, I move to strike that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what did you see the man djo? 
A. Coming up, picking up stones at my feet. 

Q. All right now— A. He bumped me with his shoulder 
with the remark that “we are going in,” he said, “Stand 
aside, please. We don’t want to get you.” 

Q. Now, how large was the crowd at that time? A. Th^t 
was the crowd like the crowd Sheriff Boyle estimated Sub- 
day night at thirty-five hundred. It was approximately the 
same on Tuesday night, as I have said before. My 

7261 estimate of the crowd would be at least three thou¬ 
sand. 

Q. Was there any sound coming from the crowd? A. Yes. 

Q. At eleven o’clock Wednesday? A. Yes, a good bit pf 
noise. 

Q. Well, what did you hear? A. It is almost impossible 
to tell you what I did hear. There were remarks hurled 
from one to the other on the outside and threats made of 
all kinds as to “what we will do with them” apparent 
meaning the men in the mill. 

Mr. Rose: Motion to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us what you hearjl. 

The Witness: I told it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that all you heard? 

The Witness: I wouldn’t know how to put it in any oth^r 
way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you hear anybody in the crow 
make any statements? A. Only the threats as to what the 
would do with them. 

Mr. Rose: That has been stricken, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what was the substance of what 
they said? A. “Kill the sons of bitches when we get 

7262 them” and remarks similar to that. 

Q. Well now T is there a laboratory in the vicinity 
of the main gate there at Franklin? A. Yes, there is up 
Bridge Street, just inside the fence. 
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Q. How far up Bridge Street is that laboratory from the 
gate? A. I would say it is at least a hundred yards, three 
hundred feet. 

Q. Well, did you see or hear anything with reference to 
the labortary on that evening? A. Yes, we heard plenty 
from our position, it was almost impossible to see, but we 
could hear the stones rattling against the fence, the brick 
building, and what was left of the glass by that time. 

Mr. Rose: Motion to strike, Mr. Examiner, the entire 
answer. 

Mr. Ford: He just stated what he heard, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that answer back slowly. 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Mr. Ford: Now, that is certainly a description of the 
sound that the man heard, Mr. Examiner, I don’t know how 
else you could put it. 

7263 Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question again. 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand subject to 
connection. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) When did you hear the sounds that 
you have just referred to, Mr. Werry? A. On two or 
three different occasions prior to eleven o’clock. 

Q. Did you hear any sounds of the same sort after eleven 
o’clock? A. Well, it was after eleven o’clock when that 
fence was broken by the laboratory, below the laboratory, 
we could hear that from the upper gate when they broke 
the fence. 

Q. What time was that? 

Mr. Rose: Motion to strike, Mr. Examiner, the testi¬ 
mony isn’t that he could see it, how could he hear it? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Tell us what you heard in the vicinity 
of the fence. 

Mr. Rose: My motion to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will let it stand subject 
to a tie up here, connection. 

The Witness: We heard the boards of the fence being 
busted, apparently by stones. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike. 

7264 The Witness: There is a slight bend in that fence 
going up there. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean “apparently 
by stones”? 

The Witness: Because the stones were lying there after 
it happened. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

The Witness: And the stones— 

Mr. Ford: What has been stricken, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As to what was apparently the 
cause of it. 

Mr. Ford: The fact that it was broken— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The fact that it was broken, it 
stands, but he saw something — 

Mr. Rose: He didn’t testify to that, he testified he heard 
sounds, no testimony he saw the fence broken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he saw it after it was 
broken. 


Mr. Rose: He has testified to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I so understood it. Is that cor¬ 
rect, Mr. Witness? 

The Witness: That is correct, I saw it after it was 
broken. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) At what time did you hear the sounds 
that you have just described in reference to the 
7265 fence? A. I have an idea that that was about ^wo 
thirty in the morning, I’d say approximately two 
thirty in the morning. 

Q. Do you remember how large the crowd was at that 
time? A. It was a big crowd, stayed there very late that 
night. 

Q. Well, how did it compare with the size of the crowd at 
eleven o’clock? A. There wasn’t as many people at tpat 
time, some of the sightseers had left. 

Q. Could you give us an estimate of the number of people 
that were there at this time, at the time that you heard 
the noise of the fence breaking? A. Judging by the first 
estimate I gave I would estimate the crowd at that time 
approximately two thousand. 

Q. Did you hear Sheriff Boyle in the vicinity of the g^te, 
that evening? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What time was the Sheriff there? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner, repetition, I be¬ 
lieve. 

Mr. Ford: No, I don’t think so, Mr. Rose. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: I saw him there several different times 
that evening. 

7266 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well— A. I saw him there 
while the laboratory was being stoned, he was there 

and listened to it the same as I did. 

Mr Rose: Motion to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, was he near you when— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Find out if vou want to on cross- 
examination how he knows. Go ahead, Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose: He testified on direct that he did not see it, 
lie just heard the stones, what he characterized as hearing 
stones strike the laboratory. 

Mr. Ford: I will clear it up, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How far from you was the Sheriff 
at the time that you heard the sounds coming from the 
laboratory? A. When the Sheriff’s attention was called to 
that stoning up there by my brother watchman the Sheriff’s 
shoulder was almost touching mine. 

Q. Now, did you hear any statement made by one of the 
other watchman at the gate that night to the Sheriff while 
these sounds were going on? A. Only when he called the 
attention of the Sheriff— 

Q. Well, tell us what he said. A. He stepped out and he 
said, “Listen to them giving it to the laboratory up there.” 

Q. What did the Sheriff do? A. I moved away im- 

7267 mediately. My brother watchman spoke a few more 
words to the Sheriff and the Sheriff slowly started 

up the street, not in the direction of the laboratory. 

Q. Well, which street did the Sheriff start up? A. Up 
Main Street. 

Q. Now, you have referred to a brother watchman, could 
you tell us his name? A. John Lee Frick. 

Q. How do you spell his last name? A. F-r-i-c-k. 

Q. How do you spell the middle name? A. L-e-e. 

7268 Q. Were you at the same gate on Wednesday night, 
June 16th, Mr. Werrv? A. You mean the upper 

Franklin gate? 

Q. Yes. A. I was. 

Q. Now, could you describe what you saw at that gate 
from the time that you arrived until you went home the 
following morning? A. On Wednesday night, the crowd 
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didn’t seem to be quite so big, much more orderly Wednes¬ 
day night than they had been the night before. I can’jt re¬ 
call anything of any importance. 

Q. Well, now, how large would you estimate the crowd to 
have been on Wednesday night? A. Probably twenty-five 
hundred. 

Q. Do you know a Corporal Wagner of the State police? 
A. I learned to know who he was during the strike perhjd. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with him on Wednes¬ 
day night? A. Very little, probably an occasional remark. 

Q. Well, now, did you have any conversation with him 
with reference to a company jitney? A. Yes, that was the 
Wednesday night, that was either Wednesday night <j>r a 
night later, I am not positive of the night, but we had a 
conversation with respect to that company jitney with 
7269 the Red Cross. 

Q. Well, tell me what the conversation was? A. We 
received a call at the upper gate to send State police to 
the next road above to bring that Red Cross car out. Cor¬ 
poral Wagner answered that call. In a little while the Red 
Cross covered car came down and came in at the upper 
gate. A short way thereafter followed by Corporal Wagner 
and three or four State troopers in their car. They stop¬ 
ped at the corner, directly opposite the watch box and (j?or- 
poral Wagner came over to inquire if that Rod Cross car 
had gotten in safely. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I move to strike all these conversations, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

The Witness: I told him that it had. Then, Corporal 
Wagner faced the crowd gathered around that corner on 
the sidewalk, across the street, and paid his respectsj to 
them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, tell us what he said. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What did he say, Mr. Werry? A.jHe 
said, “You fellows will have to cut out this destructior of 
property,” he said, “We have stood for all of this we in¬ 
tend to stand for.” 

He slowly walked across the street and as he approached 
the crowd one party in the crowd off to his left, yelled 
“Come up here and say that.” 

Mr. Rose: T move to strike this out, Mr. Examiner. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute, off the recorcl. 


7270 
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(At this point the Trial Examiner spoke to some one in 
the audience.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Go ahead. 

Mr. Rose: I made a motion to strike these conversa¬ 
tions, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, this is part of the picture at 
the gate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Go ahead, please, Mr. Werry. A. 
Wagner, walked over to that edge of the crowd and stepped 
up on the curb stone, trying to single out the person or the 
vicinity from which the voice come, and waiting for some¬ 
thing further. 

There was absolute silence. Nobody seemed to move. 
The men in his car sat still while, from a car further up 
the street, parked along the power house, stepped one 
police man. He slowly walked down the middle of the 
street, got behind that crowd and slowly swinging his mace, 
told them to get going, while Corporal Wagner stood as if 
at attention, and the men in his car sat like statutes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What did the crowd do at that point? 

A. They moved away, slowly moved up the street 
7271 with this trooper behind them. 

Q. How many troopers were on their feet in the 
immediate vicinity of the crowd at that time? A. Corporal 
Wagner and the one man who got out of the car. 

Q. Did you have an opportunity to see this Red Cross 
car? A. As it went in the gate. 

Q. Did you recognize the driver? A. No, I didn’t. 

Q. Could you describe the condition of the car? A. Only 
that I noticed one window broken in it. 

Q. Had you seen that car before? 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner, there hasn’t 
been any connection with that. 

Mr. Ford: Well, T will connect it up later, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Had you ever seen that particular 
car before? A. I suppose I may have, they use all types of 
cars in that jitney service. 

Q. Well, can you describe for us what the jitney service 
is? A. The jitney service is mainly constituted for hauling 
sick or injured patients back and forward and some- 
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7272 times it is used for running lighter errands, trans¬ 
porting something that is real light in place of a 

truck. 

Q. Now, you referred to this car as a Red Cross car. Can 
you explain what you meant by that? A. The car had a 
large banner over the hood with an enormous Red Cross 
on it. 

Q. Now, Mr. Werry, did you have an opportunity to see 
the laboratory at any time during the next two or ihree 
days after this Tuesdav evening, Tuesdav, June 15thA. 
Well, I— 

7273 Trial Examiner Bloom: Wasn’t this Wednesday? 
The Witness: Tuesday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: Well, we were talking about Wednesday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are going back nolv to 

Tuesdav? 

* 

Mr. Ford: Just a moment ago we were talking about 
Tuesday night, he testified about the laboratory. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand. 

The Witness: You could see that from the street as you 
approached the upper gate. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, now, when you came on duty 
Wednesday night, was it daylight, or had darkness fallen? 
A. Daylight. 

Q. Did you have an opportunity to see the laboratory at 
that time? A. Yes, from that distance and looking on an 
angle. 

Q. Can you describe the appearance of the laboratory? 
A. Well, not a good description, because I didn’t g<^ up 
there in daylight to look at it. What you could see looked 
like the ruins of a -wrecked building from the street. 

Q. Now, how close did you come to it, within the 

7274 next ten days? A. I was inside of it on, I would say 
early Wednesday morning. 

Q. Well, can you describe the appearance of the building 
at that time? A. Not with a great deal of satisfaction, due 
to the fact that the lights were all out. 

Q. What do you mean? A. Electric lights, the building 
was in darkness. 

Q. Well, when was the first time that you saw the labora¬ 
tory in daylight, after this Tuesday night? A. I wouldn’t 
be prepared to say, it must have been quite some time. 
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Q. Well, can you give us an estimate of the timet A. I 
couldn’t, I was taken away from that vicinity, you know, 
shortly after. 

Q. Well, prior to the time that you were taken away, did 
you on any occasion have an opportunity to see the windows 
of the laboratory from the outside? A. I could see that from 
Main Street. 

Q. Well, how far would you say that Main Street is from 
the laboratory? A. I said about three hundred feet. 

Q. Could you see windows from that distance? A. I could 
see that thev had been stoned, ves. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

7275 Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Mr. Ford: Will you please read back the last 
question and answer? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, now, don’t tell us what had hap¬ 
pened to them, but tell us what they looked like when you 
saw them. A. They looked like a place that had been win¬ 
dow glass at one time and wasn’t there any more. 

Q. Well, prior to the strike, what did the windows in the 
laboratory look like? A. Like an ordinary window, well 
kept up, no broken glass or anything allowed around there. 

Q. When were you assigned to some other post or taken 
from that gate, Mr. Werry? A. Almost immediately follow¬ 
ing the declaration of martial law. 

Q. Well, now— A. The declaration came, it was felt, it 
was felt by us at 12:30 a. m. on the morning of the 20th. 1 
was in the plant that night, all day and that night until ap¬ 
proximately nine o’clock, then was assigned to duty, Mon¬ 
day morning, at the time office gate. 

Q. Well, now, from June 12th to June 20th, was 

7276 there any evening when there were not crowds at that 
gate? A. Not any evening. 

Q. Could you estimate the smallest crowd during that 
week? A. Do you mean when the crowd was at its height? 

Q. For that night, yes. A. I would say there never was 
one night that the crowd was less than a thousand. 

Q. Any time during the week from June 12th to June 
20th, did vou sec Sheriff Boyle make anv arrest at that 
gate? A. T did not. 
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Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. It doesn’t 
mean anything, whether this man saw Sheriff Boyle make 
any arrests. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Sheriff Boyle was there on many occa¬ 
sions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Whether he saw him make any 
arrests—motion denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you ever see Sheriff Boyle attempt 
to disperse the crowd or to open a passageway through the 
crowd? A. I did not. 

Q. During that time? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to as calling for a conclusion. 

7277 Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you ever see any arrests 
made by any of the Franklin Boro police at that gate dur¬ 
ing that week, at any time? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you ever see any of them make any effort to I dis¬ 
perse the crowd? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to as calling for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q (By Mr. Ford) On how many occasions did you| see 
the Franklin Boro police open a passageway through I the 
crowd to allow somebody to get through? 

Mr. Rose: That is a leading question. 

Mr. Ford: All right, I will withdraw it. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you ever see the Franklin Boro 
police open a passageway through that crowd? A. Once. 

Mr. Rose: That is the same question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, I will let him answer. 

Q. (By Mi*. Ford) "When was that? A. They were pe¬ 
titioned to come inside the gate and open a passageway to 
escort a car out containing Mr. Bergmann. 

7278 Q. Well, can you— A. —on Sunday night, ap¬ 
proximately midnight. 

Q. At what time was that ? A. Approximately midnight. 

Q. And. tell us just what they did, I mean, the Franklin 
Boro police? A. They came inside and one policen|ian 
stood on either side of the car on the foot-board and waved 
to the crowd to keep away, and the car was driven slowly 
up through the middle of the street. 

Q. Were there any stones thrown at the car, at that car 
at that time? A. Not that I know of. 
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Mr. Ford: That is all, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the testimony of this witness 
concerning an alleged conversation with a man whom he 
said bumped against him, I believe, and said something to 
the effect, “We are going in.” 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Rose: There has been no identification. 

Mr. Ford: The witness has identified that person, as 
well as he is able to, I believe, and there were other persons 
at that gate at that time. If the Board wants to make an 
investigation of it, it may do so. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, the testimony is there were 

7279 somewhere between two and three thousand. 

Mr. Ford: Well, then, we have a number of pros¬ 
pective witnesses who were interviewed. 

Mr. Rose: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will grant the motion to be 
stricken. 

Mr. Rose: I also move to strike the last conversation 
which referred to killing some one. 

Mr. Ford: Excuse me, Mr. Examiner, my exception to 
your ruling on that last motion is noted? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If it isn’t, it is the first one 
that hasn’t been noted, if that isn’t an adverse ruling I 
don’t know what an adverse ruling would be. The motion 
was made and it was granted to strike testimony. Go 
ahead. 

Mr. Rose: I made a motion, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

(The reporter repeated the statement of Mr. Rose as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You had better describe that 
more fully, Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose: Well, the testimony concerning somebody in 
the crowd, 1 believe the testimony was, they said, “Kill,’’ 
and then there was a curse word following that. My ref¬ 
erence is to that testimony. I move to strike. 

7280 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: I don’t understand the motion, I am 

sorrv. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Neither do I, I am sorry, Mr. 
Rose, I don’t know just what your motion is directed to. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I refer to that portion of the testimony 
that somebody in the crowd said, 4 ‘Kill,” and it was fol¬ 
lowed by a cuss word, my notes show. 

Mr. Ford: Well, if Board’s counsel is referring to a 
statement made by some person in the crowd, I think that 
the motion certainly isn’t well taken, because that is part 
of the picture, one of the things that the crowd was doi|ng. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

to 
iib- 
on- 


Mr. Rose: Then—I withdraw that. I make a motion 
strike so much of the testimony which you admitted s 
ject to objection that concerned the witness’ testimony c 
corning the throwing of stones at the laboratory. 

Mr. Ford: Well, we will connect that up further w^th 
some other witness, Mr. Rose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will reserve ruling on the 
motion. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) In describing your duties, Mr. 
7281 Worry, you stated that while patrolling you checked 
general conditions in the plant, is that correct? A. 
That’s right. 

Q. What did you mean by checking general conditions in 
the plant ! A. Almost everything that we come in contact 
with. 

Q. Well, could you be a little more specific about that, 
name some of the things that you come in contact with in 
the plant? A. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, or Mr. Werry, will you please 
keep your voice up so that I can hear your answers? 

The Witness: Excuse me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, wait a minute—^11 
right, go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, check for leaking steam lines, water 
lines, gas lines, anything lying loosely about that would 
constitute a tripping hazard, through any walkway around 
the plant, anything loose overhead, trying the doors of 
buildings that are supposed at the time to be unoccupied 
and anything of that nature we encounter while working 
our beat. 
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Q. (By Mr. Bose) How do you keep peace and order in 
the plant? A. How do we keep it? 

7282 Q. Yes. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I don’t recall any tes¬ 
timony that would provide a foundation for that question, 
it seems to me that it assumes a state of facts not in 
evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you testify that one of your 
duties as a watchman was to keep peace and order in the 
plant? A. Yes, that is constituted mainly at the gate 
where, under such circumstances, as those of an intoxicated 
person seeking to enter the plant or something of that sort, 
as a matter— 

Q. How do you keep peace and order? A. I have been 
very successful. 

Q. Well, tell us how you do it. A. With my tongue 
usually. 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of Brady? A. Brady? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, I recall one quite clearly, I think I know 
several of them, if I stopped to think of it. 

Q. Do you know a watchman, a Bethlehem Steel watch¬ 
man? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. By the name of Brady? A. Yes, sir. 

7283 Q. Do you know his first name? A. Pat, Patrick. 

Q. Did you ever hear of the Plan of Employee 

Representation? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I of course have an objection 
to any examination on the Plan of Employee Representa¬ 
tion as being beyond the scope of proper cross-examina¬ 
tion? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The exception is noted. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is Patrick Brady an employee repre¬ 
sentative? A. He is. 

Q. Is he your employee representative? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you vote under the Plan of Employee Representa¬ 
tives? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When was the last time you voted? A. March, 1937. 

Q. Where did you vote, do you recall ? A. I think at the 
regular polling place in our district down at the Lower 
Works. 
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Q. Is there any other way of describing the Lower Works 
than just by the phrase “Lower Works.” I don’t 

7284 know what you mean by Lower Works. A. Sorry, 
we have several plants, you know, and each 011 b is 

specified by a certain name, Lower Works is Lower Works, 
but at the Lower Works the main entrance is really atlthe 
gas station just below the depot and just within the fence 
is the office wherein that station was located, that votjing 
station. 

Q. Well, in what office was it located? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, it assumes a state of facts 
not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that previous answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above pet 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was the voting place at which you 
voted in March, 1937, located in some office? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, on the further ground that 
it is a leading question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: The place had all the appearances of an 
office, as to who occupied it, I don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, could you tell us a litil^ 

7285 more specifically what part of the plant it was, if it 
was a part of the plant? A. In the garage building 

just inside the station gate, the eastern end on the secohd 
floor of that building. 

Q. Do you know whether other watchmen voted at the 
same place? A. I have reason to think that they did, I 
feel that at least one of them was in my company when I 
went to vote. 

Q. Did you see any others besides this one when you wept 
to vote? A. I don’t recall seeing any. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 8, in evidence, and as£k 
you whether you ever saw a booklet like that. 
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(Board’s Exhibit S was passed to the witness.) 

A. 1 believe I have something similar to that at home, 
yes. 

Q. Do you recall when you received the book to which 
you refer that you have at home? A. No, indeed, I could 
not, it seems to me that I have been in possession of a book 
similar to that for quite some time, I wouldn’t say that it 
is the same thing. 

Q. Do you recall approximately about when you received 

the book vou sav is similar to Board’s Exhibit 8f A. I 
• •» 

would have no wish to do so, I might have acquired that 
book two years ago or eight or ten years ago, I am 

7286 not sure. 

Q. What did you say, “You had no wish to do 
so”? A. I had no wish to gauge the time, sir, no disrespect 
to you, I wouldn’t wish to estimate when I got that. 

Q. Oh, do you mean that you are unable to? A. I am 
unable to do so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me. All right, Mr. 
Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is there another employee besides 
Patrick Brady representing watchmen, do you know? A. 
Not that I know of, no, sir. 

Q. Are you paid on a straight salary basis ? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What gate are you assigned to at present? A. I have 
been at the time office gate. 

Q. Is that where you are assigned to at the present 
time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you in charge of that gate at this time ? A. When 
I am there ? 

Q. Of course, I refer to the time you are there. A. Yes, 
there are usually two of us, one in and one out, whoever is 
there is in charge of the gate. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not when you voted in 
March, 1937, it was on the day you were paid? 

7287 Mr. Ford: I object to that as incompetent, ir¬ 
relevant and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Ford: Cross-examination and unduly leading. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I wouldn’t remember. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) When you voted in March, did you 
vote in a booth, do you recall ? A. As I recall, they hacj a 
fairly large room and there were desks at different points 
in the room; you were free to walk in the place, it wasn’t 
crowded. 

Q. And, where did you vote, could you tell us? I mean, 
inside that room, where in that room did you vote? A. You 
mean where did I drop my ballot, or mark it? 

Q. No, where did you mark it? A. On a desk in the 
corner of the room. 

Q. Was there a curtain around the desks? A. I don’t 
recall that there was, and there may have been. 

Q. Beginning with March, 1936, was a man by the name 
of Nibbs your employee representative? A. Nipps. 

Q. How would you spell it, please? A. N-i-p-p-s, 

7288 Nipps. 

Q. What was his position at the time, do you 
know? A. Working on our force. 

Q. Watchman? A. Yes. 

Q. Last March, did you see any voting booths in tijie 
garage? A. No, I didn’t notice any. 

Q. Did you see any ballot boxes there? A. I can’t siy 
that I did. 

Q. Well, didn’t you drop your ballot in a ballot box? 

T did, but that was not in the garage proper. 

Q. Well, did you see any ballot boxes stored in the ga¬ 
rage? A. I don’t know that I ever noticed any stored theije. 

Q. Did you see them stored any place else? A. No, I 
have seen them handled, but never saw them stored any¬ 
where that I know of. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further, Mr. For 

Mr. Ford: That is all, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you—just oije 
moment, Mr. Werrv. How many people would you sa[y 
were in this auditorium? 

The Witness: About 175. 

7289 Trial Examiner Bloom: I thank you. Off thie 
record—is there anything else? 

Mr. Ford: Excuse me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 
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Mr. Ford: Excuse me, Mr. Examiner, will the record 
show that there are more than two hundred people in the 
auditorium at the present time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Have you counted them ! 

Mr. Ford: Well, I understand they have been counted. 

Mr. R. K. Branscom: They were counted a short time 
ago. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Beg your pardon? 

Mr. Branscom: They were counted a short time ago. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Before or after the school chil¬ 
dren left? 

Mr. Branscom: I think those girls were here at that 
time, there were a few left. 

Mr. Moore: How many were counted? 

Mr. Branscom: About two hundred and twenty-five. 

Mr. Moore: About 225? 

Mr. Branscom: Or 250. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I would say offhand the witness 
was within thirty or forty of being accurate. 

Mr. Moore: He under-stated it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I would say he under- 
7290 stated it, between thirty or forty. 

Mr. Rose: And how many did you say there 

were ? 

Mr. Branscom: There were between 225 and 250, going 
back and forth. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There were a number of school 
girls, I think that class there were probably twenty or 
twenty-five in there. Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Well, it is almost 3:30 now, suppose we simply adjourn 
at this time until 9:30 in the morning. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner—all right, that is all, nothing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 9:30 tomorrow morning. 

(Thereupon, at 3:22 o’clock p. m., January 19, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o’clock a. m., January 20, 
1938.) 
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7294 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. Cj-170 
R-177”. 

The Auditorium, Central High School, Johnstown, Penn¬ 
sylvania. Thursday, January 20, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood, 15 Broad Street, New Yc|rk, 
N. Y.), Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

7295 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please cojne 
to order. 

Are you ready to go ahead, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Thomas Stein, will you please take tjhe 
stand. 

Thomas Stein a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you please state your fiill 
name and spell it so that it may be accurately gotten f<j>r 
the record? A. Thomas Stein. 

Q. How do you spell it? A. T-h-o-m-a-s S-t-e-i-n. 

Q. Just keep your voice up a little bit so every one c 
hear you, please, Mr. Stein; will you tell me where j(\n 
live ? A. 801 Broad Street. 

Mr. Rose: I beg your pardon? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In what city or town? A. In Cam¬ 
bria City, Johnstown. 

Q. Is that part of Johnstowm? A. Yes, sir. 


i 
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7296 Q. Do you remember when the strike among the 
employees at the Cambria plant of Bethlehem Steel 

Company began ? A. If I recall right, June lltli. 

Mr. Shawe: Would you mind raising your voice a little, 
please ? 

The Witness: June 11th. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know what day of the week 
that was? A. Friday, I think. 

Q. Do you remember at what hour of the day or night 
the strike started? A. Well, if I recall right, in the after¬ 
noon. 

Q. I understand you meant June, 1937, is that right? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you, immediately prior to June 11, 1937, em¬ 
ployed? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By whom were you employed? A. Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Q. Is that in the Cambria Plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In what part of the plant did you work? A. 

7297 Boiler Shop, in the Lower Works. 

Q. Boiler shop in the Lower Works. A. Yes. 

Q. Will you tell me what your job was at that time ? A. 
Burner. 

Mr. Rose: What? 

The Witness: Burner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, I certainly don’t know very 
much about the operations of the steel business, Mr. Stein, 
and I expect that that is true of most of us here, so could 
you tell us a little more— 

7298 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, so far as I am con¬ 
cerned, Mr. Broun, I am learning. Go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: You are probably ahead of me, then, Mr. 
Examiner. 

The Witness: You mean— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell me a little bit about what you 
mean by a burner, just what you do? A. Well, acetylene, 
using an acetylene torch, cutting steel, that is as far as I 
can tell you, as much as I can tell you about it. 

Q. In other words, you have bars of steel that you— A. 
Cut up into— 

Q. Cut by use of an acetylene torch. A. Acetylene Torch. 
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Q. And that operation is what is known as burning? A. 
Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Could you 
that a little bit in detail, Mr. Broun? I think it might 
helpful to know just what his work is. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have heard this 
“burner” used quite a number of times. 

Mr. Broun: I will be glad to. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Stein, just describe briefly 
place that you work, do you work at a bench 

7299 A. Xo, I work all over the shop. 

Q. —what? A. I have got to take care of 
whole shop. You see, it is structural work and there 
a lot of times they get pieces in there that have to be 
out by an acetylene torch. 

Q. Yes. A. Well, that is my end of the job. I 
to take care of that, cutting the steel parts. 

Q. You say that there are pieces that have to be cut 
A. You see, it is, the work is all laid out by lay-outs, 
then we have to follow up what they do, what they lay 
we have to cut out. 

Q. Now, does that mean that there is a sheet of 
let us say— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. —with markings on it in chalk— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. —as to where holes should be placed? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How it should be cut out? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, then, you come along, do you, after these mark¬ 
ings have been put on it? A. And cut it apart, cut out on 
them lines that they have. 

7300 Q. By using an acetylene torch? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Is that sufficient, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead. If, by the time 
you have finished I have any questions, I may ask him oi|ie 
or two questions. There were one or two points 1 did wa it 
to get clear. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You do that work, as I understand 
it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, did you work in the boiler shop? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the lower Cambria plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not you worked cn 
Thursday, June 10th? That was the day before you say 
the strike started. A. I did. 
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Q. Do you happen to remember what turn or what hours 
you worked that day? A. Daylight. 

Q. Daylight? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What do you mean by daylight? A. Well, seven to 
three. 

Q. Seven a. m. to three p. m.? A. Seven a. m. to 

7301 three. 

Q. Well, now, do you remember whether or not 
you worked on Friday, June 11th, which is the day you 
say the strike started? A. I did. 

Q. Do you remember what hours you worked that day 
or what turn? A. Seven to three. 

Q. The same hours? A. The same hours. 

Q. Was that your regular turn at that time? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Well, what gate or entrance to the plant did you at 
that time use— A. Well— 

Q. —in going to work and coming from work? A. I 
always called it the lower gate, but then some call it the 
Front Street gate. 

Q. Can you tell me where that is located, by street, in 
Johnstown ? A. Well, I would say at the corner of Front 
and McConaughv. 

Q. Is Front Street sometimes known as the boulevard 
also? A. It is, yes. 

Q. Do you know whether that gate is ever called 

7302 the Cambria City gate? A. Well, yes, it often is. 

Q. Is there or is there not a foot bridge there? A. 

Yes, sir. 

Q. Across what does that foot bridge go? A. The Cone- 
111 augh River. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell me what route you used at 
that time in going to work from your home and in going 
from work to your home? 

Mr. Shawe: I object, Mr. Examiner, this is immaterial. 
Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Stein, please. A. 
Well, when I left home, that was on Eighth Avenue in 
Cambria City, I walked up two blocks to Sixth Avenue, 
then I would turn over Sixth and go up McConaughv 
Street and then go straight to work. 
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Q. Was that the route which you generally used? j A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. In other words, each morning and each evening, tha^; is 
the way you would go? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that about the shortest way or not, to get 

7303 work? A. Well, 1 always figured so. 

Mr. Shawe: That is immaterial, Mr. Examin 
whether it is the shortest or the longest way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Stein, will you tell jne 
whether or not you rode to work generally at that time? 
A. No, sir, I always walked. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not you worked on Sat¬ 
urday, June 12th, that is the day after you say the strike 
started? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. What time were you scheduled to work that day, 
you remember ? A. 7 a. m. to 3. 

Q. The same turns as the days before? A. Same. 

Q. Did you in going to work that day use the same roijte 
that vou described ? A. I did. 

Q. Will you tell me what, if anything out of the ordinary, 
if anything out of the ordinary did happen, happened on 
that day, going to or from work? A. No, not going to woi 
but coming out of the mill a few of the men says I wouldr 
get back in the following day. 

7304 Q. Do you remember a little more specifical 
what thev said? A. Well, that is all they said till 

day, that I wouldn't get back in no more. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, read that answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above 
forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: I make a motion that that answer lie 
stricken, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume you are going 
identify the people, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: I am going to ask questions along that line 
right now, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Stein, where were the men that 
said that to you? A. At the Cambria Street gate. 

Q. With reference to the entrance to the foot bridgle, 
do you remember where they were standing, or approxli- 
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mately where? A. Yes, they were just outside the bridge. 

Q. Were those men doing anything or not? A. Just 
walking around in a circle. 

Q. Walking around in a circle? A. I’d say so. 

Q. About how many were there? A. Well, Sat- 

7305 urday morning there was, I’d say, about ten or 
twelve there. 

Q. I understood you to say this happened after work? 
A. When I went in, it was about ten or twelve, that is, 
there were ten or twelve there, but when I come out there 
was quite a few there, I just don’t know. 

Q. Which time was it that they hollered at you or said 
something? A. When I left the mill. 

Mr. Shawe: I object, Mr. Examiner, there is no testi¬ 
mony any one hollered. 

Mr. Broun: I believe there is; I believe Mr. Shawe is 
mistaken, I think that is what the witness said. 

Mr. Shawe: The witness said some one told him that he 
wouldn’t be allowed to get back to work or something to 
that effect. 

Mr. Broun: Be that as it may, I withdraw the question, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me whether it was in 
the morning when you went to work, or in the afternoon 
when you were leaving work— A. Afternoon. 

Q. —that the men said something to you? A. In the 
afternoon when I left the mill. 

Q. And the men who made these remarks to you 

7306 were marching around ? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question, there is no 
testimony that the men made any remarks to this man, 
there is only testimony that one man said something to this 
witness. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Stein, will you tell me whether 
only one man— 

Mr. Shawe: I made an objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought the testimony was 
otherwise. I will overrule the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did only one man make a remark 
to you, or were there more than one that said something 
to you ? A. Well, when I come out there was one man 
nudged close against me and he told me I wouldn’t get 
back in. 
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Q. Was he one of the men who was walking in a circle: 7 
A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I now make a motion that 
all the testimony given by this witness with reference to 
what all the men told him be stricken. The witness has 
testified that only one man said something to him. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he didn’t say all the pien 
told him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the testimony is clear. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, do yon know who the 

7307 man was? A. I don’t. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that 
the testimony is entirely proper, T believe that you asked 
me whether or not I was going to investigate the identity 
of the man. It appears that the man was walking iji a 
circle, before the gate, which is the place that we have had 
testimony the pickets walked. 

This was the time of a strike, and it seems to me that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but here is a particular 
statement made by an unidentified individual, there is no 
way of checking up on this. 

Mr. Broun: But the witness has given all the knowledge 
that he has of the situation, Mr. Examiner, and I know of 
no rule of law’ w’hich makes a statement of that sort in¬ 
competent because the man who heard it and to w’hon it 
wras made does not know’ the identity of the person making 
it. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, you will recall that w’hen 
the Board w’as putting in its case, the respondents made 
the same objection that w’e are now’ making. We are not in 
a position to identify this individual, therefore we are not 
in a position to rebut this testimony. 

We have no w’av in the w’orld of locating this man 

7308 to see wdiether he did make these remarks and T 
make a motion that all the testimony with reference 

to this statement be stricken from the record. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the objections w’hich we 
made, my recollection is, w’ere overruled and, in addition 
to that, it seems to me that the objections w’orc on a dif¬ 
ferent ground, as Mr. Ford stated yesterday, they were 
either refusals of the witnesses to state a man’s name he 
knew, or allegations of authority from the company— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as far as being overruled, 
T think you will find that I sustained them. 

Mr. Broun: I believe, Mr. Examiner, you did sustain 
as to refusals by men to reveal names— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where men could not be iden¬ 
tified, even, I think I stated then that it would be impos¬ 
sible for the respondents to investigate and find out whe¬ 
ther the facts as stated by the Board’s witnesses were cor¬ 
rect. They would not be in a position to adduce contra¬ 
dictory testimony unless those facts were forthcoming. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I submit, Mr. Examiner, that in— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is precisely the same situa¬ 
tion, as I see it. 

Mr. Broun: I can’t agree with that, sir, and 1 

7309 submit that at the time of the strike, with pickets 
outside of the gate, or people marching in a circle 

outside the gate, that what is said to workmen coming and 
going is part of the picture. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it may be part of the pic¬ 
ture— 

Mr. Broun: A workman doesn’t know— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am simply saying that to pick 
out a man and say somebody in the crowd made a certain 
specific remark, well, maybe he did and maybe he didn’t. 

Mr. Moore: If I remember correctly, Mr. Examiner, if 
I may speak, because I do remember the incident, I objected 
to testimony of this sort one time and it was here at Johns¬ 
town, too, and you allowed the testimony to stand. I well 
remember that the only way that I could disprove the state¬ 
ment, if I could disprove it, would be to call fifteen thou¬ 
sand men, and yet that testimony was allowed to stand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is a distinction be¬ 
tween allowing testimony to show a state of mind where 
something may have occurred or not, and you want to show 
that this particular man in reliance on something caused 
him to do something, that is one thing, it is not proving 
facts. 

7310 I assume that the purpose of this testimony now 
is to prove a definite fact. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That some one said that. 
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Mr. Moore: That was to prove a definite fact at that 
time, that particular time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t recall that at all. 

Mr. Moore: I wanted to know the names of the inen 
that had made a statement to a man in the mill, and lpore 
than that, as I said yesterday, as I remember, it was 
leged to have been a statement made by a foreman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you will go back over 
motions that were made at the beginning of the respon¬ 
dents’ case, I think you will find that the testimony went 
out. ' 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that the 
plication which is now sought by the Board would amo 
to saving that if a man was seen in the commission df a 
crime, but the person who saw him didn’t know T his napie, 
that the evidence wouldn’t be admissible. 

I know of no such rule of law. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you are trying to prove 
a specific crime, I think you would have to identify the man. 
Tf you were trying to prove that some specific individual 
made a specific statement to this man and that the 
7311 fact of the statement is relative to these proceedin 
then you will have to either show who made the sts 
ment or the testimony goes out. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I have stated my reas< 
for believing that the testimony is proper. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, if I may, I would like 
direct your attention to Motion No. 8 made by the 
spondents with reference to testimony given by the Wit¬ 
ness Tressler, regarding alleged statements of employees 
whose names were not disclosed, regarding voting unper 
the Plan of Employee Representation, and over our objec¬ 
tions that motion was granted, it was granted by you I to 
the respondents. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner,— 

Mr. Shawe: It is the same situation. 

Mr. Broun: Mi*. Examiner, Mr. Tressler, if my memory 
does not fail me, knew the names and refused to give them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t care whether the man 
refused, T didn’t strike it because the man refused, I am 
striking it because the names weren’t forthcoming. It is 
immaterial whether a man refuses or does not know, from 
the point of view of the opposing party. 
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Mr. Broun: I submit, Mr. Examiner, unless you care to 
have me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The rule is the same. 

7312 Mr. Broun: I submit it, unless you care to have 
me argue further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I don’t think so. Motion 
granted. Testimony is stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, we were just talking, I be¬ 
lieve, Mr. Stein, about Saturday, June 12th ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you next go to work, if you did go to work 
again? A. Monday morning. 

Q. That would have been what date ? A. Well, I would 
sav about the 14th. 

Q. Did you on that morning use the route from your 
home to work that you have described? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me what, out of the ordinary, if any¬ 
thing, happened on that morning that you saw or heard? 
A. Well, on Sunday my foreman called me and told me to 
be at work at 5:30 that morning. 

Q. That is Monday morning? A. Yes, sir. So I left the 
house at five o’clock and I got a block away, that is, be¬ 
tween Seventh and Sixth Avenue, when this car pulled up 
and four men jumped out of it and jumped on me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, before we go any 

7313 further, Mr. Broun, find out the names of the men. 
If he doesn’t know the names of the men I am not 

going to— 

The Witness: I don’t know*. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then there is no further testi¬ 
mony along that line. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I didn’t hear what the wit¬ 
ness said, will you read back? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He doesn’t know who the men 
were. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I would like leave to 
to argue the matter before you permit your ruling to stand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, off the record, you 
can argue. 

Mr. Broun: If you will permit me to do so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. An exception 
may be noted to the fact that I did not permit argument on 
my ruling barring further testimony as to the fact that 
this witness stated that four men got out of a car and then 
started, and then was going along with that testimony. Is 
that sufficient, Mr. Broun, or if you care to phrase your ex¬ 
ception any way you care to, you may do so. 

7314 Mr. Broun: I think that is sufficient, sir, thank 

you. ! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

% 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the testimony which, asf I 
understand, you have indicated you will not permit to be 
given because of the man who was attacked not knowing 
the names of his attackers, it seems to me is entirely co(m- 
petent and proper evidence— 

7315 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now’, Mr. Broun, hre 
you arguing this or what? 

Mr. Broun: I am merely stating at the outset that I con¬ 
sider the evidence winch I seek to adduce as proper. 

Mr. Shaw’e: Isn’t that argument, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know r . At any rate, it 
has been stated. 

Mr. Broun: As I understand it, Mr. Examine]*, you a|*e 
permitting the argument. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say, it has been stated. I don’t 
know w’hat more you are going to say. If you wanted to 
really argue this thing, you are going to argue it off tlie 
record. 

If you w’ant to ask the witness further questions, go 
ahead. 

Mr. Broun: Well, sir, I understood I merely had my ex¬ 
ception noted to your refusal to permit me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 

(There w*as a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, so as to avoid a great 
number of questions, I don’t think that, in view of the 
statements of the witness, which have been stricken, therq 
will be any objection to questions possibly leading. I woulc| 
like to ask questions as to which the witness ha^ 

7316 not testified that wrould be slightly leading, in order 
to elicit the facts. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know what the 
question is. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, is it my understanding that 
the testimony of the witness that an automobile pulled up 
near him may stand— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, not as to what happened 
after that. About these unidentified individuals— 

Mr. Broun:—merely to the effect that an automobile 
pulled up by him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is where your testi- 
mony started, that an automobile pulled up and four un¬ 
identified men jumped out. 

Mr. Broun: That is my recollection. The record now 
stands as to the statement an automobile pulled up sud¬ 
denly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is practically in; T hadn’t 
thought of it in terms of periods, commas, or semi- 
7317 colons. 

Mr. Broun: Well, it makes a difference in the 
question, I understand. 

Mr. Shawe: My understanding is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought I was striking, barring 
the line of testimony on the ground that the men were un¬ 
identified. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, whether or not the men were 
identified, seems to me certainly competent testimony by 
this witness, as to whether or not an automobile pulled up 
at that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, start off with that. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me, Mr. Stein, whether 
or not on that morning any automobile stopped near you? 
A. It did, between six and seven. 

Q. What do you mean by that? A. Well, I was walking 
up Broad Street,— 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. 

Mr. Shawe: This is the same line of testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: An automobile pulled up, he has 
told you an automobile pulled up, that- is perfectly plain 
language to me. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was that while you wore on your 
way to work or not? A. It vras. 
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7318 Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that this line 
of testimony has been barred. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no line of questioning, 
yet. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Stein, where were you at the 
time that you said the automobile pulled up besides you? 
A. I was between Sixth and Seventh Avenues. 

Mr. Shawe: That is objected to as incompetent, irrele¬ 
vant and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Between Sixth and Seventh Ave¬ 
nues? A. Between Sixth and Seventh Avenues. 

Q. On what street? A. On Broad Street. 

Q. Can you remember what make of automobile that was? 
A. Plymouth sedan. 

Q. Plymouth ? A. Plymouth sedan. 

Q. And it was a sedan? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember the license number? A. Well, the 
only thing that I saw in the license number that I can recall 
was “D” something, I couldn’t get the number. 

7319 Q. “D” something? A. “D,” it started wijh 
“D” 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you describe, if you remember, 

Mr. Stein, what your physical condition was, what the 

state of your health was when you left home that morning, 

Monday, June 14th? A. I was in a good state of health. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is entire y 

immaterial to these proceedings. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

%» 

Mr. Broun : Mr. Examiner,— 

The Witness: I was in a good state of health that morn¬ 
ing. 

Mr. Shawe: What was that last answer? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you on that morning, or did you 
not, arrive at the Cambria City gate to go to work? A. I 
did. 

Q. Will you tell me, if you remember, what your physical 
condition was, the state of your health was when you ar¬ 
rived at the gate that morning? A. Well, I was— 

7320 Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, it is 
not connected with anything. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: T will sustain the objection. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner,— 

Mr. Shawe: This man may have been seized with a heart 
attack. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have ruled on both of you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) As I understand it, Mr. Stein, yon 
worked on Monday, June 14th? A. I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) When did you quit work, if you re¬ 
member, that day? A. 3 p.m. 

Q. Between the hour of seven, I understand when you 
went to work—A. Yes, sir. 

Q.—and 3 p.m., did you go anywhere else than the places 
in the boiler shop that you did your work? A. Yes, sir. I 
was in the dispensary on Washington Street. 

Q. Can you tell me what was done that you saw 

7321 there and what was said either by you or others that 
you remember—A. Well— 

Q.—at the dispensary ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object—excuse me. Are you finished, Mr. 
Broun? 

The Witness: You mean in the dispensary? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr. Broun: Just a minute, Mr. Stein. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, he is getting 
into evidence something which has been barred. It is im¬ 
material, irrelevant and it is hearsay. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, as I understand it, nothing 
much is in evidence now. It seems to me that this man can 
state what he did and saw and heard on that day. 

Mr. Shawe: It has no connection with anything, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it may have. I can’t tell 
from this state of the record whether it has or not. I will 
let him answer, subject to your objection. If it is not rele¬ 
vant or not material, I will strike it out. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question, please? 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth.) 

7322 The Witness: You mean what happened in the 
dispensary ? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: That is awfully general, Mr. 
Broun. I think you better make your question more spe¬ 
cific. 

Mr. Broun: Very well, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was anything done to you at |he 
dispensary or not, Mr. Stein ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me what it was? A. Well, first they used 
some kind of electric ray or something on my back and they 
they put a plaster on my back, when they were finished w th 
that electric ray. 

Q. Yes. A. That is all I had done in the dispensary. 

Q. How did your back feel when you went to the dispen¬ 
sary that day: A. Awful sore. 

Q. Will you describe a little more fully? A. Well, I just 
couldn’t hardly move around through the shop when the}’ 
took me there, and when I come back, why, they made me 
sit down the rest of the day. 

Q. Whom do you refer to when you say “they took you 
there”? A. Why, my foreman took me to the dispensary in 
the lower works and then they sent me from there up to 
Washington Street in a jitney. 

7323 Q. Will you give your foreman’s name, please? 
A. Mr. Risbon. 

Q. How do you spell it? A. John L. Risbon. 

Q. Will you spell it? A. J-o-h-n R-i-s-b-o-n. 

Q. Now, did you work the next day, June 15th ? 

Mr. Shawe: If I may interrupt you, Mr. Examiner,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Shawe: I now move to strike all testimonv with ref- 

* 

erencc to the dispensary. There has been no eonnectipn 
shown with anything, it hasn’t been tied up with any¬ 
body or— 

* 

7324 Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you, Mr. Stein, work on 
Tuesday, June 15th? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you work on Wednesday, June 16th? A. No, si r. 
Q. Did you work on Thursday, June 17th ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you work on Friday, June 18th? A. I did. 

Q. Were you, Mr. Stein, or were you not able to work (j>n 
any of those days, June 15— A. Well— 

Q. —16th and 17th? A. No, I was pretty sore. 
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Mr. Shawe: Just a minute, Mr. Stein, if I may interrupt 
you. I object to that, Mr. Examiner, there has been no 
reference shown, no connection shown with anything, there 
has been no testimony shown as to why this man wasn’t 
able to work. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, this man testified that he 
worked at his regular job prior to the strike, he worked on 
the first days of the strike, lie did not work on certain other 
days of the strike, it seems to me whether or not he was 
able to do is entirely pertinent to the issues under 

7325 consideration here. It is a part of— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will reserve ruling on 
the motion to strike. 

Mr. Broun: Does that mean, Mr. Examiner, he can an¬ 
swer the question ! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has already answered it. I 
treat the objection as a motion to strike, because the wit¬ 
ness had answered the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Stein, will you tell me whether or 
not on any of the mornings that you wrent to work, as you 
have here testified, you saw’ any policemen ? A. I did. 

Q. Do you remember w’hat morning you saw’ them ? A. 
Monday morning. 

Q. Do you know’ the names of those policemen? A. No, 
I don’t know’ their names. 

Q. Do you know’ the names of either one of them ? A. 
No, sir, I don’t. 

Q. Were they City policemen or State policemen, or some 
other kind of policemen ? A. They were City Police. 

Q. City of Johnstowm Police? A. City Police, yes, sir. 

Q. Can you describe them, w’ere they on foot or 

7326 automobile, in an automobile, or what? A. No, they 
were on horseback. 

Q. On horseback? A. Yes; sir. 

Q. How’ many of them did you say there w’ere? A. Tw*o. 

Q. Do you remember w’hether the horses w’ere black, 
chestnut, or bays? A. Well, I w’ould say tan. 

Mr. Shaw’e: Mr. Examiner, that is entirely immaterial, 
what difference does it make? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is an attempt to identify 
the policemen. 
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Mr. Shawe: How are we going to identify the policemen 
by giving the color of the horse, it is absolutely ridiculous? 

Mr. Broun: We may be able to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did the witness answer the ques¬ 
tion? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, would you please read the 
witness’ answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tan, tan. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as abolve 

7327 set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike all the testimony with ref¬ 
erence to the policemen, it hasn’t been identified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will let it stand. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I understood you over¬ 
ruled it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I assume you haven’t fin¬ 
ished your line of questions. 

Mr. Broun: No, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry, I thought counsel had finished 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember where you saw t^ie 
policemen, where the policemen were— A. Coming out. 

Q. —when you saw them ! A. Out from Fifth Avenue, 
coining out. 

Q. I didn’t quite hear you, Mr. Stein. A. Coming out 
from Fifth Avenue. 

Q. By coming out, what do you mean? A. From, I wou 
say, from McConaughy Street. 

Q. Were the policemen in uniform? A. They were. 

Q. Can you describe the men, the policemen, what the 
looked like in any vray, how old they were, how it aj>- 

7328 peared to you? A. Well, I would say about middl 
aged men. 

Mr. Shawe: If I may interrupt— 

Mr. Broun: Just a minute. 

Mr. Shawe: Is counsel finished? 

Mr. Broun: Not quite, Mr. Shawe. 
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Q. (By Br. Broun) About what time was it when you 
saw the policemen? A. I would say about five, ten after 
five. 

Q. On the morning of June 14, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On any of the days that you have stated you went to 
work, did you see anything out of the ordinary happen in 
which you were not involved personally? 

Mr. Shawe: If I may interrupt, Mr. Examiner, in order 
to keep the record in order, I would like to make a motion 
now to strike all the testimony with reference to the police¬ 
men. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I argue the matter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: I will tie it up, the witness has said that 
there were two policemen on horseback and I think 
7329 that that is probably a very accurate description, 
sufficient to enable us to find out for this record the 
names of those policemen. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you say you are going 
to tie it up. 

Mr. Broun: And have them come here and testify. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will let it in subject to 
tie up, by this witness. I assume you are going to tie it 
up from the testimony of this witness, I mean, he has cer¬ 
tainly given us nothing so far. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, I don’t understand that 
all testimony must be tied up witness by witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I mean all that we have 
now is that this man said he saw two policemen on horse¬ 
back, I don’t know what that means at all. 

Mr. Broun: May I ask another question, Mr. Examiner, 
before we continue on the argument of Mr. Shawe’s mo¬ 
tion? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me what, if anything, 
you saw the policemen do? A. Well, they were coming 
down towards where I was stopped, but these fellows in 
the car, they left as soon as they saw the police coming. 

Mr. Broun: That may be stricken pursuant to your 
ruling, Mr. Examiner, and over my objection. 
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7330 Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Just confine yourself, l 


Jr. 


Stein, to what the policemen did so far as you saw it, and 
tell me. A. Well, they came down and I started walking up 
and they asked me if I was going to work and I said I was, 
and they said, “Go ahead.” 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the conversation with the police¬ 
men. 

Mr. Broun: It is for the purpose of identification and 
entirely proper, in my opinion. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I fail to see how this has any¬ 
thing to do with identifying the policemen when this man 
himself spoke to the policemen and doesn’t even know their 
names, how are we expected to know who they were. There 
were three or four hundred policemen around town during 
the month of June, even the Chief of Police of Johnstown 
didn’t know their names. How are we going to be able to 
rebut their testimony? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there is no testimony in the 
record to the effect that there were three or four hundred 
policemen around here. 

Mr. Shawe: I think the Chief of Police testified the *c 
may have been two or three hundred, he didn’t even kno|w 
himself. 

7331 Mr. Broun: That is just the point. 

Mr. Shawe: That is the point, no one around here 
seems to know how many policemen there were. We ha\ 
had all the city officials on the stand, all policemen of John 
town on the stand and no one knew the special, knew whjo 
the special police were. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, Mr. Shawe’s statements 
carry their own refutation. He said there were four hun¬ 
dred policemen and I certainly haven’t seen four hundred 
policemen on the stand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, thank God, we haven’t seeji 
that many. 

Mr. Shawe: Certainly we had the Chief of Police on th 
stand and Mr. Adams, the Sergeant, or whatever his titlb 


s- 


was. 

Mr. Broun: I don't think, Mr. Examiner, that there is 
much point engaging in this wrangling, but certainly the;: 
don’t add up to all the policemen in Johnstown. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I would assume not, this is 
a rather large town. 

Mr. Broun: I think the question which is now put to the 
witness and which remains unanswered is entirely proper 
for the purpose of identification in connection with the 
fact that I will tie up this testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will let him an- 

7332 swer subject to the objection. 

Mr. Broun: I will state the question again, may I 
Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell us what, if anything, you saw 
the policemen do; now, don’t tell about what you saw other 
people do, if anything, but simply what the policemen did 
and said, if you saw them do anything? A. They asked me 
if I was going to work and I said I was and they told me 
to go ahead. 

Q. Did they say anything else? A. I wouldn’t be both¬ 
ered from there on. 

Q. They said that to you ? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems all the testimony 
should stand and I am addressing myself to Mr. Shawe’s 
motion that I consider to be still pending, or is intended to 
remain— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will grant the motion. The 
testimony is stricken. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t want to violate your 
rules, but I had not finished my argument when you ruled. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I thought you had. I will 
vacate the ruling. Do you want to argue the mat- 

7333 ter, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, sir, I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

Mr. Broun: Well, may I have the same exception ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. An exception 
may be noted to the fact that I am not permitting argu¬ 
ment on the motion on the record. Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Motion to strike 
is granted. 
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Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, there is another ques¬ 
tion pending which I stated just before Mr. Shawe made 
his motion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom*. Suppose you withdraw it and 
put another one. 

Mr. Broun: Very well, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell us, Mr. Stein, whether 
or not on the mornings, or any of the mornings, that ^rou 
have stated that vou went to work vou saw or heard anv- 
thing out of the ordinary in which you, personally, were 
not involved? A. I did, yes. 

7334 Q. Will you tell me what that was; first, if you re¬ 
member, what morning or mornings— A. Monday 

morning. 

Q. —it occurred? A. Monday morning. 

Q. June 14th, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me what it was that you saw or heard l 
A. Well, I seen two other men get a beating down right 
about twenty or thirty foot away from me. 

Q. Do you remember the names of those men '! A. I don’t 
know their names, but I did know the name of the man that 
picked the one fellow up and took him to work, or took him 
somewhere, I don’t know. 

Q. What was his name? A. Eager. 

Q. How do you spell that ? A. R-a-g-e-r. 

Q. Now, will you tell me what you saw Mr. Eager do tl at 
morning? A. Well, he stopped his car and picked this one 
man up and took him along with him. Now, whether lie 
took him to work or not, I don’t know. 

Q. Where was the man whom Eager picked up when lie 
picked him up? A. On the street car track there. 

7335 Q. Where? A. On the street car track on Broad 
Street. 

Q. Will you describe the scene a little bit more in detail 
as to just where the man was? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s first find out who these 


men were. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has testified that 
a man named Eager picked up another man, it seems 
to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If it is material bring in Mr. 
Eager and see what he knows about it. 
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Mr. Broun: It seems to me it is entirely competent for 
this witness to give the testimony of what he saw about 
the incident, having identified Eager by name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, bring in Mr. Eager, maybe 
he saw it, from all—we don’t know whether Mr. Eager also 
saw the incident. 

Mr. Broun: Whether he did or not, I am not asking him 
to testify about the incident, I am asking him to testify as 
to what he saw Eager do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, you can tell us just 
what Mr. Eager did if nothing else. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, can’t he also tell us as to 
where Eager was and the scene in which he saw 

7336 Eager placed? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He can tell us what he 
saw Mr. Eager do, he has identified Mr. Eager. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Stein, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But what may have occurred 
that he didn’t see Mr. Eager do, he can not tell us about. 

Mr. Broun: I haven’t asked him that, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, will you go ahead? Do you un¬ 
derstand the question ? A. I understand it. 

Q. Go ahead, please. A. All I seen was Mr. Eager pick 
this man up and put him in his car and take him along with 
him. Now, where he went with him, I don’t know. 

Mr. Shawe: Will vou mind establishing who Mr. Eager 
is? 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me Mr. Eager has been named. 

Q. (By Mr Broun) Do you know his first name, Mr. 
Stein? A. Eager’s— 

Q. Eager's first name. A. All I ever knowed him by was 
Eager. 

Q. Do you know where he lives? A. No. I don’t. 

7337 Q. Do you know where he works or worked at that 
time? A. I really can’t say. 

Q. Do you know where he worked, that is whether he 
worked for the Bethlehem Steel Company or not? A. T 
wouldn’t say for sure. 

Q. Well, now, where on the street with reference to the 
curb was Mr. Eager at the time he picked the man up? A* 
He was coming towards town with his car. 
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Q. Is there a street car track on that street at that poiijit? 
A. On Broad Street. 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, where was Mr. Hager’s car when he stopped to 
pick the man up with reference to the street car track and 
the curb of the street on the right hand side of his car? A. 
Well, I’d say between Eighth and Seventh Avenues on 
Broad Street. 

Q. Yes, but as you stand on one side of Broad Street 
there and look across to the other curb Mr. Rager’s car 
was, of course, in the street, was it not? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How far away from the curb on the side of the street 
on the right hand side of Mr. Eager’s car was his 

7338 car at that time? A. Well, I don’t know, all I can 
say it was on his right hand side going toward town. 

Q. Well, was his car right up against the curb parked or 
not ? A. It was, yes. 

Q. Where was the man when you saw him, saw Mr. Eager 
pick him up? A. Laying on the street car track. 

Q. In the street? A. On the street, yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like, in view of your 
ruling this morning with respect to the testimony which I 
sought to adduce from this witness, to make an offer of 
proof. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, certainly, go right 
ahead. 

Mr. Broun: And it occurs to me you may desire to ex¬ 
clude the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you finished with the wit¬ 
ness? 

Mr. Broun: I have finished my direct examination of the 
witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T)o you want to wait until 

7339 after the cross-examination, if you care to? I mea 1 , 
we can excuse him. 

Mr. Broun: If counsel for the Board is satisfied to do 
that, I am. 

Mr. Shawe: We have no objections to counsel making his 
offer of proof now, or after we have finished our cros|>- 
examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, which do you want to d<[>, 
go ahead and make it after the cross ? 
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Mr. Broun: I will. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If that is satisfactory? 

Mr. Broun: I will be glad to make it after cross-exami¬ 
nation. That is satisfactory to you, Mr. Shawe ? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The reason I suggested that, is 
that it is possible that certain material counsel themselves 
may go into on these matters may be matters that I have 
sustained objections to, that is, I mean— 

Mr. Shawe: Well, before I begin my cross-examinaion, I 
move to strike all the testimony given by this witness as 
entirely immaterial, irrelevant and incompetent to these 
proceedings, no connection shown with anybody or any¬ 
thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion is granted. You may 
make the offer, Mr. Broun. 

7340 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like to have your 
consent that this motion be considered as appearing in the 
record before your motion granting, your ruling, granting 
the motion to strike the testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, there is no objection. 
That is quite all right. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, had the witness Thomas 
Stein been permitted to testify, we would have shown 
through, him, in addition to what he was permitted to tes- 
ify to as to the days on which he worked, the route from 
which he went to his home to work and returned, the gate 
which he generally used. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me just a moment, Mr. 
Broun, if you care to—this is off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, on the record. 

Mr. Broun: Will you please repeat my statement? 

(The reporter read the last statement of Mr. Broun’s as 
above set forth.) 

The place of his residence, the date upon which the strike 
among the employees at the Cambria plant of the 
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7341 Bethlehem Steel Company began; what his occupa¬ 
tion was at that time. 

That, when leaving work at the Cambria City gate,jthe 
Cambria plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, on Saturday, 
June 12th, a member of the picket line which was at tpat 
time picketing immediately in front of the entrance of tpat 
gate, stated to Stein that he, Stein, would not be permitted 
to get back into the plant; when Stein was on his way to 
work on the morning of Monday, June the 14th, 1937, using 
his usual route of going to work and walking along a pub¬ 
lic street of the City of Johnstown, an automobile, a Ply¬ 
mouth sedan, drew up near him, four men leaped outj of 
that automobile and set upon the witness Stein, striking 
him, knocking him into a fence and otherwise beating him 
and while that was going on two city policemen of the City 
of Johnstown mounted on horseback came into view. 

That, Stein’s four attackers jumped into the automobile 
which they had gotten out of and ran, disappeared; that 
the two city policemen came over to Stein and asked him 
whether or not he was going to work. He stated that he 
was going to work, that they told him to go ahead and that 
they would see to it that he was not further molested, and 
that he did so. 

7342 That, at approximately the same time as Stein was 
beaten by his attackers he saw two other men near 

him on the street with lunch pails going in the direction of 
the plant, that he saw an automobile, draw up near th(j)se 
men and four or five men jump out of that automobile and 
set upon the two men, one of whom got away by running, 
the other of whom the four or five men beat and threw upon 
the street car tracks in the street. 

That those four or five men at about the time that the 
city policemen of the City of Johnstown came into view 
jumped in the automobile which they had gotten out of and 
ran and disappeared: that Stein saw a man named Eager 
come by in an automobile, stop and pick up the man who had 
been beaten and thrown upon the street car tracks and take 
him into his automobile, drive off with him in the direction 
of the Cambria plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

That, Stein proceeded to work, that his back was so sore 
from the injuries that he had sustained in the beating ad¬ 
ministered to him that he could not perform his duties, that 
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his foreman, John Risbon took him to a dispensary in the 
lower Cambria plant for treatment; that those on 

7343 duty at the dispensary sent him, after treating him, 
sent him to the dispensary of the company located 

in the downtown section of the City of Johnstown where he 
received further treatment for his injuries. 

That, he was returned to his shop where he worked, but 
was not permitted to do further work because of his injuries, 
that he was not able because of the injuries received in his 
beating to work on the subsequent days, June 15th, June 
16tli and June 17th, 1937, and because of his injuries was 
not able to return to his regular emplovment until June 
18th, 1937. 

That is all, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, we will take a short 
recess. 

(Whereupon a short recess was taken, after which the 
proceedings were resumed as follows:) 

7344 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Archie Wagner a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and tes¬ 
tified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Have you given the reporter your 
name, Mr. Wagner? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: Would you mind speaking a little louder so 
we can all hear you? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, the reporter may 
have it, but I would like to know who the witness is, if you 
don’t mind. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) All right, tell us what your name is, 
Mr. Wagner. A. Archie Wagner. 

Mr. Shawe: Would you mind spelling your last name, 
please? 

The Witness: W-a-g-n-e-r. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Where do you live, Mr. Wagner? A. 
Stoyestown, R. D. 2 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Stoves— 

The Witness: Stoyestown, S-t-o-v-e-s-t-o-w-n. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you live in Stoyestown 

7345 proper? A. No, sir, I live on a route, route 2, it is 
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about six miles from Stovestowu, east of Stoyestbwn. 

Q. Is there any nearer town? A. Buckstown is the nearer 
town. It is about a mile and a half from where I live. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you recall the strike last June, 
among the employees of the Cambria Plant of the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was your occupation at that time? A. I Was 
working in the car shop. 

Q. What sort of a job did you have there? A. I was 
straightening cars, under 401 Crane. J 

Q. Any particular shop in the car shop? A. Why, it was 
under the new' shop, they was building gondola cars. 

Mr. Shaw'e: What kind of cars? 

The Witness: Gondolas. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you remember the date that ^ou 
first entered the employ of Bethlehem Steel Company, Mr. 
Wagner? A. It was June 2nd. 

Q. What year? A. 1937. 

Q. Where w’ere you on Sunday, June 13th? A I 
7340 w'as out at my home, that is Stovestown, R. D. 2. 

Q. Did you come into Johnstowm after that? |A. 
T came in Monday morning on the 14th. 

Q. How t did you come in from your home? A. I dro'jre 
my car in. i 

Q. Did you leave your car or drive right— A. Yes, I left 

mv car and rode the street car to work. 

* 

Q. Did you work on Monday? A. Yes, sir, I worked on 
Monday. 

Q. Now', did you go back into the company on Mondajy 
evening? A. No, sir, I stayed in Ferndale writh my brothet*. 

Q. Were you scheduled to, work on Tuesday, June 15th? 
A. Was I scheduled, did you say, to work? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you start to go to work that morning? A. I wenjt 
to w'ork that morning—beg pardon, maybe I didn’t under¬ 
stand your question. 

Q. Well, I just asked you if you started to wrork on thi 
morning of— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) —Tuesday, June 15, 1937? A. Yes,, 


Q. And, I understand your answer to that questio 
7347 is “Yes”? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) How did you get from your 
brother’s house, or how did you start from your brother’s 
house to your place of work? A. Why, my brother took— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: My brother took me down to the corner of 
Franklin and Main, there I got on the street car. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How did your brother take you down, 
in an automobile? A. In his car. 

Q. Now, after your brother drove you to Johnstown, I 
understand that you boarded a street car, is that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you board the street car? A. At the corner 
of Main and Franklin. 

Q. Now, what time of the day was that? A. 5:30 in the 
morning. 

Q. Were there any other passengers in that street car? 
A. Yes, sir. 

7348 Q. Do you remember how many? A. I didn’t count 
them, they was. ! imagine, maybe seven— 

Mr. Slmw: I object to the witness guessing, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, give us an approximation. A. 
Well, I would say ten. 

Q. Were there any women in the car? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did the car start in the direction of Franklin? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. What were you doing while the car was going from 
Main and Franklin up toward Franklin Boro? A. I was 
sitting on the first seat in the car, just watching out the 
window and watching where the car was going, and, like 
a person would— 

Q. Do you know where the so-called Woodvale parking 
lot is? A. Yes, sir, I do. 

Q. Now, with reference to the Lower Gautier Gate and 
the Time Office Gate, of the Franklin Plant, where is that 
parking lot? A. Well, it is near about midway between. 

Q. Did the street car, does the street car ordi- 

7349 narilv pass that point? A. Yes. 

Q. The street car that you were on? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did it reach that point that morning? A. You mean 
Franklin gate? 
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Q. No, the Woodvale parking lot? A. Yes, sir, it stopped 
at the Woodvale parking lot. 

Q. What did you see, if anything, at the time that the tear 
stopped at the parking lot? A. Well, there was approxi¬ 
mately forty or fifty pickets at the car stop, at the parking 
lot, and no one entered the car or made an effort to get on 
the car when the car stopped. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what, I object to the effort, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Mr. Ford: Well, it seems to me that he was just saying 
that no person attempted to board the car, I don’t kn<bw 
how else he could express it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did any one get on t|he 
car? 

The Witness: There was no one got on at that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any one get off at that time, that 
is, when the car first stopped? A. No, there was ho 
7350 one got off, but the car, the motorman just sat there, 
he didn’t try to go on. 

Q. Well, tell us what happened at that point? A. We|ll, 
some of the men in the street car asked the motorman ^o 
go on. They said there was no one wanted to get on, it 
was just some pickets, no one wanted to get on as thtey 
were just pickets, as they stood at the curb and didn’t make 
any attempt to get on. But, the motorman still stayed 
there. 

By that time, the pickets started to come to the street 
car and hollering, “scab” and one thing and another, and 
the motorman still stayed there, and one guy tried to reach 
through the bars of the street car to get me by the arm, and 
I just— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what he tried to do, Air. Exam¬ 
iner. I 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what did he do? 

Air. Shawe: Have the witness tell us what they did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what he did. 

Q. (By Air. Ford) AVhat did the man do? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say, tell us what he did? 

The Witness: Well, the street car motorman opened th^ 
door then. 

Q. (By Air. Ford) No, this man that you have just men 
tioned, what did he actually do? A. Why, he tried 



3816 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

7351 to get me by the arm and I pulled away and he 
couldn’t reach me. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I have a motion to strike, 
what he tried to do. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Tell us what you mean by— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what he did. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Tell us what you mean by that. A. 
Well, he just stretched through the bars at me and tried 
to get hold of me and I pulled off to the other, pulled my 
arm down from the window and moved to the center of 
the seat. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, that is the third time this 
witness testified as to what this man tried to do. I ob¬ 
jected to it three times. 

Mr. Ford: He is trying— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) All right. Well, what happened at 
that point; tell us in your own words, Mr. Wagner? A. 
Well, tlie niotorman opened the door and men rushed in 
from the street in the car from the picket lines and when 
they was coming in the door and I seen them coming right 
at me, 1 was on the first seat, why, 1 reached down to get 
my lunch bucket, and by that time they had me going out 
the door, so I don’t know how many was there, but there 
was as many as could get in the door, and as I was 

7352 going out the street car door, I could see the police, 
I saw the police at the rear of the car, standing in 

the street. 

Q. How many? A. Why, there w’as one. 

Q. What kind of police did you see? A. Well, I don’t 
know whether he had a Bethlehem badge or whether he was 
a city police, but he was dressed in uniform and he had a 
badge on. 

Q. All right. Xow, tell us what happend. A. And, as 
soon as I got outside of the car, why, I made a dive for 
the cop, along the side of the street car and by the time I 
got near the cop, or to the cop, they had me down and all 
rushed out to me and I had the cop around the leg by that 
time and then they left loose of me and I got up. 

I don’t know whether he made some motions, or whether 
he said anything or not, I couldn’t say, or I didn’t hear any¬ 
thing. 
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Q. Well, were you struck by anybody? A. Somebody bad 
struck me, that I sort of was knocked numb, I didn’t notice 
it right at the instant, but as soon as I started, I looked at 
the cop and the cop looked at me and he said, “You better 
get out of here,” and so I started down the street 
7353 and as soon as I started down the street, why, t|he 
blood run from my nose and I found that my hjps 
was swelling up and my nose was swelling and that I bad 
been all cut open inside the lips and my face, and the blood 
was running out of my nose, and I walked back into town. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike all the testimony with 
reference to the policeman, Mr. Examiner, unless the po¬ 
liceman can be identified. 

Mr. Ford: Well, it is easy enough to identify him if tfie 
Board— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, suppose you do it, Mr. 


Ford. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I think that is up to the Board to cio, 
to find out who was on duty at that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, no, that is up to the party 
adducing the testimony, to identify the characters in tjie 
testimony. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, did you recognize the police¬ 
man? A. Could I recognize this policeman? 

Q. Had you ever seen him before? A. Well, that is more 
than T could tell you, they all look alike to me, dressed in 
uniform, I didn’t look at him, I couldn’t toll you whether 
ho was, I don’t think I could— 

Mr. Shawe: I also move, Mr. Examiner, to stride 
7354 the whole incident that took place with reference to 
this man riding to work on the street car. Thefe 
is no connection shown with anybody involved in these pro¬ 
ceedings. 

Mr. Ford: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, we are not under 
the burden of showing any connection between the people 
that performed these acts and any party to this proceed¬ 
ing. We are merely trying to show what condition existed 
here. 

As I understand it, the Board’s case was somewhat dif¬ 
ferent. It. was incumbent upon them to show that the re¬ 
spondents in the case had performed acts in violation of 
the Labor, the National Labor Relations Act. We are not 
trying to show that any person, any particular persons or 
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any particular organization violated any law, it is not the 
purpose of the testimony that I am trying to elicit from 
this witness; All we are trying to show is what the con¬ 
dition was here in Johnstown and vicinity during the strike, 
and this is part of the picture. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, if I may inquire, how are 
we going to be able to refute this testimony if no names 
are given. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I am perfectly willing to give the Board 
a little advice. The man has said that he left Main and 
Franklin on the Franklin street car at 5:30. They might 
go out and get the motorman’s name from the Trac- 

7355 tion Company and interview him, he has the date and 
the time and the route of the street car. The man 

has said that the mob were composed of pickets from the 
Woodvalo parking lot at some time between 5:30 and, well, 
I suppose— 

The Witness: It would have to be a few minutes later 
on account we drove from— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, if I may— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, let Mr. Ford finish. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorrv. 

Mr. Ford: Then, they have the third possibility of find¬ 
ing out what, if any, Johnstown police were stationed at 
that parking lot at that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he said he didn’t know if 
it was a Johnstown police or a Bethlehem police. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I again call your attention 
to the fact that this is the witness produced here by the 
respondents and I think it duly devolves upon them to get 
this information, if they want to adduce any testimony per¬ 
taining to this. 

Mr. Ford: This is our side of the case. If the Board 
has any rebuttal testimony, they want to introduce, it is 
certainly up to them to go out and get it. I notice there 
is a man sitting at the Board’s table, Board’s counsel table, 
who might be able to give them some information 

7356 as to who was up there at that time, or certainly give 
them some leads as to where they could get that in¬ 
formation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know on what you base 
that statement, Mr. Ford. 
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Mr. Ford: Well—perhaps it is just my own theory of 
how I would go about it, if I were in their position. 

Mr. Shawe: I think that counsel also has men at ljiis 
table who might give him some information about the names 
of these men. 

He has produced a witness here, and I submit that be 
should get that information. He seems to know how to 
do it and I think he should do it. 

7357 Mr. Ford: Well, here is our witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the testimony con¬ 
cerning the policeman will go out. 

Mr. Shawe: And, the incident in the trolley car, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, I also made a motion that that be stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will reserve ruling on it. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, may it be understood 
that the testimony concerning the policeman is in the rec¬ 
ord for the purposes of the record, but it has been ruled out 
of the evidence in the case so that we wouldn’t have |to 
make an offer of proof about it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is up to you. in 
other words, you may, if you care to, rest on the ruling, 
inasmuch as the testimony is in— 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —the record. That testimony is 
barred, then I think an offer of proof would be in ordesr. 
When testimony is in the record and stricken, it would ap¬ 
pear to me to be sufficient, if you rest on the ruling. 

However, that is entirely up to you. 

Mr. Ford: Well, in other words, all I wanted to find out 
is that your ruling is not a ruling to strike that testimony 
physically. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, nothing is stricken 

7358 physically, unless it is so stated. It is understood 
that merely the legal effect of the testimony is out. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what did you do immediately 
after the incident that you have described took place, Mr. 
Wagner? A. I walked back into town. 

Q. To what part of town? A. I walked back into Main 
Street, it was above Swank’s Hardware, to a gas statiop. 
I first met a lot of policemen at the lower, at the oth^r 
bridge, at the railroad crossing, and they saw that I h^d 
been beat up. 
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Mr. Shawe: I object to what they saw, Mr. Examiner, 
unless these men can be identified. How does be know what 
the other men saw? 

Mr. Ford: Well- 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How close were you to these people? 
A. I walked right by them, right to them, talked to them. 

Q. Can you tell us what your appearance was like at that 
time? 

Mr. Shawe: He has described his appearance to us once, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is there anything that you 
can add about your appearance that you haven’t al- 

7359 ready told us, Mr. Wagner? 

The Witness: To my appearance, do you mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Well, I had my handerchief out and wip¬ 
ing the blood off my nose and the blood off my face, and 
they could see that I— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what they could see, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did they look in your direction, Mr. 
Wagner? A. Did the cops look in my direction? 

Q. Yes. A. Why, they looked at me coming and they saw 
me going and there was a few pickets on the opposite side 
of the street hollering i4 Scab” at me, when I went on down 
the street. 

Q. Well, now, what did you do after you got to Johns¬ 
town? A. I washed up, washed the blood off my face the 
best. I could, without a mirror, cleaned up and I walked 
down by Swank’s Hardware on Main Street and before I 
got to the corner of Swank’s Hardware, there was a car 
came around the corner from, on Bedford Street, on to 
Main Street and stopped, and a young man was put out of 
the car without any clothes on, didn’t even have a 

7360 sock on. 

Mr. Shawe: T object to any further testimony on 
this, unless this witness is going to identify this individual, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you know’ this man? A. No, sir, 
I didn’t, because I am a stranger in this town, I didn’t 
know him. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike it, Mr. Examiner. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, now, how far is it from t^ie 
Woodvale parking lot to the point where you washed up, 
after this happened? A. I imagine it is close to a mile. 

Q. What was the next thing that you did— A. I— 

Q. —I am not sure about the record. What was the next 
tiling you did after you washed up? A. I— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to what the next thing 
is this man did, it is entirely immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you did do, if any¬ 
thing. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you do anything? A. I went back 
down to the corner of Main and Franklin. 

Q. What did you do there ? A. And took an Ebens- 

7361 burg bus and went to work, on the Ebensburg bus. 

Q. Where did you leave the bus? A. I left the bits 
at the Franklin time gate. 

Q. And, what did you do then? A. I went in to worjv, 
and got my card and checked the time and left my card 
at the place I was supposed to and went to work. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with anybody at that 
time? A. Not till after T got in there and they found out 
that I had got beat up. 

Mr. Shawe: T object to what they found out, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. Well,— 

Mr. Ford: Well,— 

Mr. Shawe: Move to strike. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you have any conversation with 
any one? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

The Witness: With one of the clerks of the office there 
talked to me. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Tell us what that conversation wa^. 

Mr. Shawe: T object to the conversation, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, it is entirely immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

7362 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, did you go to work im¬ 
mediately or did you go some place else? A. Why, 

they sent me back to the dispensary. 

Q. Who did? A. This gentleman out of the office, a clerk, 
or whatever he might have been. 

Q. And, where was the dispensary? 
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Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, I object to 
the conversation, the conversation has been barred. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, T am not going to prove 
any facts, by this conversation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then, why go into it? 

Mr. Ford: Well, I am just trying to prove that the con¬ 
versation took place to explain how the man got to the dis¬ 
pensary, that is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you are not trying to prove 
anything or any fact, why go into it? 

Mr. Ford: I mean, I am not trying to prove any facts 
said by anybody during the conversation. I am just trying 
to show why this man went to the dispensary. 

Mr. Shawe: What difference does it make, why he went 
there, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The ruling stands, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, 1 what happened to you, if any¬ 
thing, when you got to the dispensary? A. Why, 

7363 they dressed up my face and, where I had been 
scratched over the face and inside of my lips where 

I had been cut open from the bump of whoever hit me and 
had my nose broke or injured, and cleaned my face up that 
way, and put something on it and then I went back to work 
and I worked a short time and I became sick that I couldn’t, 
I felt that I couldn’t work no longer, so they sent me to the 
dispensary again and they looked— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to sending this man to the dispen¬ 
sary, Mr. Examiner, unless these individuals can be identi¬ 
fied. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who sent you? 

The Witness: Why, the men from the office. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you remember whoso office this 
was? A. It was Brubaker’s office. 

Mr. Shawe: How do you spell that? 

The Witness: Brubaker ? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: B-r-u-b-a-k-e-r, I suppose. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What sort of a person was this, man 
or a woman, that sent you to the dispensary. What was 
their position in the office, do you know? A. Oh— 

Q. Or his position? A. They just sat at the desk 

7364 there, and fixed up the cards, so far as I know, the 
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time cards, and so on, and so forth, I don’t know 
what, just what the position is. 

Q. Was it a man or a woman? A. It was a man. 

Q. Can you describe him? A. Well, I don’t know ho^ I 
would describe him, he was just, it wasn’t no old man, he 
was a gentleman I would say twenty-five or thirty years 
old, just medium sized man. 

Q. Well, now, what time of day was it when you returned 
to the dispensary, or went to the dispensary for the second 
time? A. Well, I checked out then, it was about, a, close 
noon. 

Q. The same day— A. The same day. 

Q. —that this happened? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, tell us what happened when you went to the dis¬ 
pensary for the second time? A. Well, they called a car to 
take me down to the hospital and have them look at me at 
the hospital, so I checked out for the day at the mill and 
after T went to the hospital, why, I went home, because I 
wasn’t feeling well enough to work. 

7365 Q. Well, now, can you tell us how you felt while 
you were in the dispensary for the second time? A. 

Well, I had a terrible headache and my head pained me, 
my nose hurt me and my lips was all swelled up, I could 
hardly talk and my nose was swelled. 

Q. How did you get from the dispensary to the hospital? 

A. Thev came after me with a car. 

•> 

Q. Could you describe the car? A. It had a Red Crois 
on it, a piece of cloth with a Red Cross on it. 

Q. Where was the Red Cross? A. I believe it was on tie 
hood of the car. 

Q. What hospital were you taken to? A. They call it a 
hospital, I suppose it is, it is the Cambria, at the Cambria 
employment office in the rear of it, they had nurses there, 
we went in from the side between the Penn Traffic and ttje 
employment office, went in the side door there. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I now move to strike all tl^e 
testimony given by this witness with reference— 

Mr. Ford: I am not through, could I finish the examina¬ 
tion first? 

Mr. Shawe: Oh, I am sorry, T thought you had finished, 
Mr. Ford, pardon me. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What time of the day was it 

7366 when you left the hospital? 
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Mr. Shawe: He lias told us, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: Around noon. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, I mean the hospital down in 
Johnstown proper. A. Oh, I don’t know the exact time, it 
was not long after I had left the mill gate. 

Q. Where did you go after you left the hospital? A. I 
got a street car and went out to my brother’s home. 

Q. Then what did you do? A. I went home from there, 
out to Stoyestown, R. D. 2. 

Q. How long did you stay out in Stoyestown? A. I stayed 
out till Friday or Saturday. 

Q. Well, did you come back to Johnstown at any time? 
A. I came back and went to work then. 

Q. Well, did you come back from your home in the coun¬ 
try to Johnstown before you went to work? A. No, I did, 
the next day, and stopped at the hospital or whatever they 
call it there, the side, or in the same building as the em¬ 
ployment office is in. 

Q. Have you fully recovered from your injuries, Mr. 
Wagner? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Ford: A witness is certainly competent to testify 
as to the state of his health, Mr. Examiner. 

7367 Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead. 

The Witness: I think so. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How long have you been fully re¬ 
covered? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, how does 
this witness know when he fully recovered? 

Mr. Ford: Well, it is certainly well settled that a wit¬ 
ness can testify about his own physical condition, it is the 
only way a physician can find out, by what a patient tells 
him, a patient ought to be able to tell him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You don’t mean that the only 
way a physician can tell— 

Mr. Ford: That is one of the principal ways. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is quite a slap at 
the X-ray and the stethescope and a few other things. 

Mr. Ford: Well, perhaps it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How long did you suffer from these 
injuries, Mr. Wagner? A. Around two months. 
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Q. Well, can you tell us what you felt during that two 
months’ period? A. Well, my nose was that sore I coulcjn’t 
hardly blow my nose and for, you might say, a week 

7368 after it occurred, why, I had to be careful of my nose 
or it would bleed and I would blow blood out of ^ny 

nose, and even at the present time the one side of jmy 
nose isn’t open as much as the other side, it is partly closed 
now, but it don’t pain me or anything of that sort. 

Mr. Ford: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Sliawe: I move to strike the entire testimony given 
by this witness, Mr. Examiner, concerning the alleged in¬ 
cident that took place on the street car, all the testimony 
concerning the occurrences revolving around that alleged 
incident, on the ground that it hasn’t been connected jup 
with anything or anybody, it is entirely irrelevant and in¬ 
competent. 

Mr. Ford: Do you want to hear any further argument 
on that, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Mr. Shawe: With reference to the motion I made \zn 
which you reserved a ruling, Mr. Examiner, as a matter of 
enlightenment, am I entitled to cross-examine on that ma¬ 
terial ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: I gather, then, you are not ready to rule 
on that motion? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Correct. 

7369 Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Wagner, I would like to go over 
your history of employment with your company, or, rather, 
with the company. A. All right, sir. 

Q. I am somewhat a little confused in that respect; will 
you tell me, would you mind telling me just when you went 
to work for the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. It was June 
2nd. 

Q. 1937? A. Yes, sir, that’s right. 

Q. And when you heard— A. Well, that was the morn¬ 
ing I was hired. 

Q. And you went to work on the same day that you we|e 
hired? A. Xo, I went to work the next day. 

Q. You went to work— A. No, that afternoon, I am wrong. 

Q. Then you did go to work the same day? A. Yes, it 
would have been the same day, I am wrong. 
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Q. June 2nd? A. I went in, it was in the forenoon when 
I was hired and I went to the boss and he ordered me out in 
the afternoon. 

Q. You mean ordered you out to work? A. Yes, sir. 

7370 Q. That was the same month as the strike, wasn’t 
it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who is the boss that you refer to? A. Mr. Bru¬ 
baker was the man that I hired to. 

Q. Tie is the man that hired you? A. That is the man 
that T went to work under, yes, sir. 

Q. Who hired you? A. Why, I was hired at the employ¬ 
ment office in town, Mr. Johnson. 

Q. Mr. Johnson? A. YesJ 

Q. Did you fill out an application card for a position? A. 
I beg your pardon? 

Q. Did you fill out an application card? A. To sign up? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Had you ever been to the employment office prior to 
June 2nd? A. Yes, sir, a lot of times. 

Q. Had you worked for the Bethlehem Steel Company 
prior to June 3rd? A. No, sir, I never did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You meant to say before 

7371 June 2nd, didn’t you, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: On June 2nd, I am sorry. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you speak to any one else in the 
employment office besides Mr. Johnson? A. Why, their 
clerks that signed me up and took all my name and my ad¬ 
dress and everything that way, and the doctor exainined 
me and everything that wav. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Johnson ? A. No, 
sir, I did not. 

Q. Did he speak to you ? A. Y"es, sir. 

Q. What did he say to you ? A. Well, he asked me my 
name, when I went in, and wrote my name down and said 
1 was to go on in and wait on the seat there and they would 
call for me later. Of course, then these clerks called my 
name later and the doctor, and so forth and so on. 

Q. Well, who told you you were going to be hired? A. 
Well, T don’t know that I was going to be hired, I went 
in there and I heard by people around in the country saying 
that they were hiring men so T just stumbled in there and 
I went several mornings and I asked the gentleman that was 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 3827 


me 

me 


A. 


dressed in uniform, like a cop, and asked him if there was 
any chance that they were going to hire anybody, and he 
said he didn’t know. So I sit around there—so I 

7372 stood around there a spell and they took several 
guys in. 

Finally they came out and they asked for my name 
so I went in there, they called me in. 

Q. Between the time you were told, and the same tij 
you went—strike that, please. You were told at some ti 
that you were going to be hired, were you not? A. Yes, 
sir, I was. 

Q. Who told you that? A. Well, Mr. Brubaker had s^id 
that he would hire me some time. 

Q. You mean—when did Mr. Brubaker tell you that? 

Oh, that was, T think, the week before. 

Q. When did you see Mr. Brubaker? A. Well, it is Ijhe 
week before, about. 

Q. Where did you see him ? A. When he came frbm 
work. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Brubaker ? A. I did not at that time, 
not very good. 

Q. Did you know him a little bit? A. I had a recom¬ 
mendation to him, to Mr. Brubaker. 

Q. From whom? A. From Mr. Williamson, Buckstown, 

Dannv Williamson. 

•* 

Q. Who is he ? A. He is a pensioned man, a retired mpn 
at the present time. 

7373 Q. Retired from what? A. From the Bethleh^ 
Steel Company. 

Q. What was his position with the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany? A. That is more than I could tell you, I don’t knc 
what he worked at. 

Q. Where did you see Mr. Brubaker for the first time? jA.. 
Whv, I don’t know where I saw him for the first time. 

Q. Well, how long have you known Mr. Brubaker? A. ph, 
I have known— 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, com¬ 
pletely immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. Go ahead. 
The Witness: 1 beg your pardon? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Answer that question? 


m 


w 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, you may. 

The Witness: Well, I imagine, I have known him for 
a year and a half. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) A year and a half before you went 
to work? A. Oh, no. 

Q. Well, now, how long did you know him before you 
went to work? A. I don't know just exactly how long, but 
it must have been around six months. 

7374 Q. Before you went to work? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you had a conversation with him about a 
week before you went to work, is that correct ? 

Mr. Ford: 1 object to that, Mr. Examiner, incompe¬ 
tent, irrelevant, immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, I just asked him if they were going 
to take any men on and he said that he thought that there 
would be, he didn’t say that I would be. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) No, I understand that, where did 
this conversation take place? A. At the Franklin Gate, 
when lie came out from work. 

Q. Did he say anything else to you at that time? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Did he say anything to you about a strike? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Didn't you know anything about a strike at that time? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question as completely imma¬ 
terial, as to what this witness knew. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I didn't know anything of it till Friday 
night, oh, about the 10th, 1 guess it would have been, that 
was before, that was the night 1 came out from w r ork, 

7375 I was working night shift. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That was the first time you 
heard anything about the strike? A. I heard them talking 
about the strike that night and a lot of guys around the 
gates there, and that is all I knew about it. 

Q. Now, when you were hired by the Bethlehem Steel 
Company, did you get a copy of a relief plan? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as improper cross-examina¬ 
tion, incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the circumstances sur¬ 
rounding the employees are relevant, he may answer. 
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The Witness: I got some kind of papers, I never read 
them up, I don’t know just what it really is myself. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you get a check number? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Who gave you your check number? A. They gave to 
me a card, it was gave to me at the employee office witji, I 
suppose, the check number was on the card. I wasn’t v|ery 
familiar with their way of doing, so I did not, I could toot 
say so much about it. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 8 in evidence, and ask you 
if you received a little book like that at the time you were 
hired? 

7376 (Board’s Exhibit No. 8 was passed to the witness.) 

A. I don’t know whether I have a book like that or rot. 

Q. Do you want to examine it, examine it and take ybur 
time and tell me if you remember receiving a book like that 
at the time you were hired. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, it is understood that this line 
of examination is over my objection as improper crops- 
examination? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You have an exception noted, of 
course. 

The Witness: Well, if I did I never read it or never no¬ 
ticed it, it would be— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I didn’t ask if you read it, I asked 
you if you received a book like that. A. I don’t believe I 
did, if I have one it is among my papers that I got, that I 
didn’t notice. 

Air. Ford: 1 move to strike the latter part of that an¬ 
swer as not responsive, Air. Examiner. 

Air. Shawe: I think it is responsive. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read that back, please? 


(The reporter repeated the last answer as above sfet 
forth.) 

Air. Ford: “If I had one,” from then on he is covered 
by my motion to strike as being purely hypothetical. 

Air. Shawe: I think it is responsive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will leave it in. 

7377 Q. (By Air. Shawe) Did you ever hear of this 
Plan of Employees Representation? 
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Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, incompetent, 
irrelevant and immaterial, calls for hearsay. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Xo, I never heard of it. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) You say you never heard of it? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Don't you know what it is? A. Xo, sir, I don’t know 
anything about it. 

Q. Did you ever hear of any of the men, men in the mill 
discuss the Plan of Employee Representation? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, incompetent, 
irrelevant and immaterial, the man has already said he 
never heard of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Do you know a Mr. McGraw? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as incompetent, irrelevant 
and immaterial, too indefinite a question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: I don’t know him. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did you ever hear of him? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, what this witness heard of 
is incompetent, on the Board’s direct examination, cer¬ 
tainly— 

7378 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I don’t know as I ever have. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Well, don’t you know as a matter of 
fact that he is the assistant Chief of Police, Assistant Chief 
of Bethlehem Watchmen, or Bethlehem Police? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, he 
hasn’t identified the McGraw that he is talking about, the 
question is leading, it is also incompetent, irrelevant and 
immaterial, improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: i don’t know him, I don't know him at 
all. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Wagner, did you ever come to 
work with a Mr. McGraw during the strike? 

Mr. Ford: 1 object to the question, the witness has al¬ 
ready said he doesn’t know. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit he may not know 
him, but he still could have rode with him in an automo¬ 
bile. 
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Mr. Ford: The question is not specific enough, he hadn’t 
specified what Mr. McGraw he is talking about. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any Mr. McGraw, Mr. Wagnjer? 
The Witness: I beg your pardon? } 

ith 


7379 


am 


m- 


ur 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever ride 
anybody by the name of Wagner? 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: By the name of McGraw, I 
sorry? 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where were you working before yon 
were employed by the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as immaterial, Mr. Exa 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: On my father’s farm. 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw’e) How long were you working on yo 1 
father’s farm? 

Mr. Ford: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well, off and on when I had nothing el|se 
to do I worked on the farm all my life, I could say. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, did you ever have anything 
else to do? A. Oh, I have had different small jobs, didn ’t 
last too long. ! 

Q. Had you ever worked at any place beside your father 
farm more than a year? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as incompetent, irrelevant 
and immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 

7380 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I drove a school bus. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Drove a school bus? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever work in a steel mill before? A. No, si}:. 

Q. How many days did you work last week in the ste^l 
mill? A. I haven’t been working since October 25th, th^t 
was the last day that I worked. 

Q. What are you doing now? A. 1 am back driving 
school bus at the present time. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Clare Williams? A. No, sir, I dlo 
not. 

Q. Did you ever hear of him? A. No, sir, I didn’t. 


’s 


f 
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Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, is it understood that these 
questions about Mr. Williams and the Plan are over my 
objection as improper cross-examination of this witness? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you care to have an exception, 
it will be noted. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Has your employment been termin¬ 
ated with the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Ford: I am sorry, I didn’t hear that. 

7381 Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: What do you mean? 

Mr. Ford: That is what my objection was, what does 
he mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I mean, have you been laid off or 
have you been fired, or just what is the status at the pres¬ 
ent time ? A. I was laid off. 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of Mitchell, who 
worked in your department? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question as incompetent, ir¬ 
relevant and immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, sir, I don’t. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you know anybody that worked 
in your department? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as incompetent, irrelevant and 
immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Oh, I knew a few guys, Mangus, a fellow 
by the name of Mangus. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, may that be stricken as 

7382 not responsive? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you know’ who your employee 
representative was? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as in¬ 
competent, irrelevant and immaterial, he said he didn’t 
know anything about the Plan of Representation. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to counsel— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no showing this mhn 
ever heard of a Plan of Representation. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, now, I am asking— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No showing that he ever heard 
of any Employee Representative. 

Mr. Shawe: I am asking if lie knew his representative. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: First find out if he knows wh^t 
a representative is. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What is—do you know what an em¬ 
ployee representative is? A. No, sir, I don’t. 

Q. You never heard of an employee representative? A. 
No, sir, I don’t know anything about it. 

Q. Do you know whether or not you are still on the pay 
roll of the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as incompetent, irrelevant 
and immaterial, furthermore, what does lie mean bty 
7383 “still on the pay roll of the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany”? I don't believe the witness could have any 
knowledge of the accounting practices of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course, he might not 
know what it is today, I don't know,—go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what 1 mean when \ 
ask you if you a re still on the pay roll of the Bethlehenji 
Steel Company ? A. Well, I suppose you want to know if X 
am drawing any pay of any kind. 

Q. Well, are you drawing any pay? A. No, sir, I am not. 


Q. When was the last time you drew pay? A. Well, the 
last I worked was the 25th of October. 

Q. No, T asked you when you last drew pay. A. Well, my 
last— 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as incompetent, irrele¬ 
vant, immaterial, the man has testified that he has worked 
on October 25th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this question is asked as 
to when he last drew pay, it is a different question. 

Mr. Ford: Well, couldn’t the question be made a little 
more specific, for what period the pay mentioned— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, last means last, 
7384 first, I suppose we should find out when he last drew 
pay and then if it becomes important, you can find 
out, of course, for what period that covered, I mean that 
would seem to be the orderly method of doing it. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did you last draw a pay 
chock from the Bethlehem Steel? A. I don’t know the exact 
date, but they always hold you back about two weeks, I 
don’t know just what date it would be that I drew my last 
pay there. 

Q. Did you ever discuss the testimony that you gave here 
today with any one? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as incompetent, irrele¬ 
vant, immaterial. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think it is very material, 
I don’t see why counsel continues to object to these ques¬ 
tions, certainly they asked those same questions of our wit¬ 
nesses. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: Well, the man has been on the witness stand 
without an adjournment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you tell any one before you went 
on the witness stand today what testimony you were 
7385 going to give on the witness stand? 

Mr. Ford: How did he know before he took the 
witness stand what testimony he was going to give, he 
might have to guess about it, but he certainly couldn’t 
know. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I am reading a question that Mr. 
Moore asked at page 6671 of the record, when Mr. Moore 
asked that identical question— 

Mr. Ford: Could I see that, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: No objection was made to that question, ac¬ 
cording to the record, Mr. Shawe has just shown me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume Mr. Moore wouldn’t 
knowingly ask a question that was objected to. 

Mr. Ford: There is nothing in the record to show the 
question was asked— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Ford: Nothing to show the question was asked 
knowingly. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: May I see the record? 

Mr. Shawo: I made no objection to the question. 

Mr. Moore: Counsel had a right to make an objection if 
he wanted to, T didn’t stop him. 

Mr. Shawe: I submit I think it is a proper question, that 
is the reason T made no objection to it. T don’t think Mr. 
Moore would have asked the question if he didn’t 

7386 think it was a proper one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead back the first ques¬ 
tion Mr. Shawe asked to which I sustained an objection. 

Mr. Ford: The principal ground of my objection is the 
complete immateriality of the question. I just want to 
make certain that that is the basis of my objection, <j>r 
that the basis of my objection is clearly understood. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, I will let him answer. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may the record show that 
the question that T asked this witness is the same identical 
question Mr. Moore asked? 

Mr. Ford: May I make a statement for the purpose cj>f 
the record, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: With reference to this question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: And, the information called for by it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, will Mr. Wi 
ness leave the room, please, Mr. Wagner? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You can step out there, there is 
a door to the right and then we will call you back. 

The Witness: All right. 

7387 (Thereupon, the witness was excused and left th 
auditorium.) 

Mr. Ford: I interviewed this witness yesterday afteri- 
noon and I think that Mr. Post, who is also associated witi. 
Mr. Moore, interviewed him some time during the montl|i 
of October, and both respondents will concede that facjt 
for the purpose of the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course, counsel are 
still entitled to interrogate a witness as to— 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, there hasn’t been the slight¬ 
est doubt in my mind that they interviewed this witness; 
that is not the purpose of my objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the purpose of asking 
any witness about an examination by counsel? Of course, 
it is to confuse the witness a little bit, and it affects the wit¬ 
ness’ credibility. 

Mr. Ford: I don’t think it is proper to cross-examine a 
witness for the purpose of confusing him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But nevertheless, counsel con¬ 
sistently do it and it is permitted. 

Mr. Ford: If there is some issue about it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say that is what is usually in 
counsel’s mind when they ask a witness a question of that 
kind, “Did you ever talk to your lawyer about this case?” 

Mr. Moore: But, when a Judge, Mr. Examiner, 

7388 finds out that fact, as you have admitted that is the 
purpose, the questions are barred, and I never heard 

of a Court saying or permitting any questions asked that is 
for the purpose of confusing a witness, but, the object of 
the Court, the object of attorneys, who are sworn officers 
of the Court, is to get before the Court the facts. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right, it does two things: 
that is what is in the mind of a lawyer and it also affects his 
credibility, as I stated before. It is the easiest way in the 
world to determine whether or not a witness is telling the 
truth, because every lawyer knows and every Court knows 
that no lawyer who knows anything about his business, ever 
puts a witness on the stand without talking to him. 

So that when a witness replies that he has not spoken to 
his attorneys or the attorney who has brought him forward, 
if he is a friendly witness and not produced under sub¬ 
poena, the assumption in the mind of the Court, of course, 
is that possibly this witness is not entirely telling the truth, 
and that is wliv it goes to the credibilitv. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, if I may interrupt for a 
moment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And, as to the confusion 

7389 part of it, I have seen in this case plenty of ques¬ 
tions asked by respondents’ counsel that, in my opin- 
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ion, and as I so stated in the record at the time, were asked 
for the sole purpose of confusing the witness. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Moore: Well, I say, for my part, that I have pot 
asked any question of any witness for the purpose of con¬ 
fusing the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, 1 will stand on the rec¬ 
ord in that regard, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like to state that I 
haven’t asked any questions in this case for the purpose 
of confusing the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, I would say that y(ou 
did not cross-examine any witnesses that I can recall, Ex¬ 
cept possibly one or two in Johnstown, but I know a gr^at 
many questions which seem to me were asked by Mr. Moore, 
for the sole purpose of confusing the witness. 

Mr. Moore: Well, you may think so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say, that is my opinion. 

Mr. Moore: But, 1 say I am a sworn officer of the Court 
and when you charge me with doing that sort of thing, you 
are charging me with violating—and, you bett|er 
7390 report to the Bar of New York—that I have in tliis 
proceeding violated my oath so that it can take 
proper measures to punish me for it. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may I say just— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will stand on the record, Mr. 
Moore, as to whether a great many questions that were 
asked by you in the cross-examination of many witnesses 
were not asked for the sole purpose of confusing witnesses. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I state they were not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : I can’t prove those things. 

Mr. Moore: And, my mental operation can be the judge 
of that. You may think so, but that doesn’t make it so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct, I may think so. 
If I knew so, I would report it. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may the record show that 
when Mr. Moore was cross-examining the witness Schaef¬ 
fer in Allentown, on page 66f>9, that the following questions 
were asked: — 
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Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, this is already in the record. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: This is another one, apparently. 
Mr. Moore: I don’t know the purpose of it. 

7391 Mr. Shawe: The following questions were asked 
with reference to whether the witness Schaeffer ever 

talked to Board’s counsel: 

1: “When did you last tell Mr. Rose—Mr. Shawe, if you 
told him, what testimony you were going to give on the 
witness stand ?” 

No objection made by Board's counsel to the question. 

2: “Did you ever tell—” 

Mr. Moore: They had a right to do that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean to say they had a 
right to ask an improper question ! 

Mr. Moore: They had a right to object to my question. 
Mr. Shawe: May I continue? 

2: “Did you ever tell any member of the counsel for 
the Board what testimony you were going to give on the 
witness stand?” 

“Mr. Shawe: Do you understand that question? 

There was no objection by Board’s counsel. 

3: “When did you tell any other person or tell any one 
what testimony you were going to give on the witness 
stand?” 

4: “Did you tell any one before you went on the witness 
stand yesterday what testimony you were going to 

7392 give on the witness stand?” 

No objection by Board’s counsel. 

“I didn’t ask you what you probably told him, I want to 
know what you did tell him. You know my question. Read 
it, will you please?” 

No objection by Board’s counsel. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call in the witness, will you, 
please? 

Mr. Shawe: 5: “Did you tell any one before you went on 
the witness stand yesterday what testimony you were going 
to give?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t want to hear any more, 
Mr. Shawe, I don't want to hear any more of it, please, 
will some one call in the witness? 
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7393 (At this point the witness returned to the Court¬ 
room and resumed the witness stand.) 

Mr. Shawe: There is a pending question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth, 
as follows: 

“Q. Did you ever discuss the testimony that you gave 
here today with any one?”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Ford: I object to the use of the word 44 discuss,” 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I didn’t tell any one what I was going to 
say or anything, no one knows what I was going to say 
here today and, of course, I didn’t know what they w , as 
going to ask me either. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Wagner, do you realize that 
you are testifying under oath? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In proceedings of the Federal Government? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the man says he knows 
he is testifying— 

Mr. Moore: What difference does it make whether it is 
the Federal Government or the State Government? 
7394- Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who told you to come here 
today? A. I was called up by the Employee Agent 
that I "would have to report here today. 

Q. That you would have to report here? A. I was |to 
report here yesterday and I was here yesterday and no ohe 
called on me yesterday, and I was told to be in this morning. 

Q. Who is the Employee Agent ? A. Mr. Johnson. 

Q. Well, if no one knew what you were going to say, how 
did they happen to call you here? Do you know why they 
called you here? A. Why, they knew that I got in this, g<j>t 
hurt. 

Q. Is that Mr. Johnson the same Mr. Johnson that hired 
you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Would you mind telling me again where this Woo(jl- 
vale Parking lot is, please? A. Well, it is midway between 
Gautier mill and Franklin gates, somewhere midway be¬ 
tween, I wouldn’t say it was exactly in between, it coul^l 
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be a hundred, several hundred feet, either way, but it is 
near midway between. 

Q. Now, where is the Franklin gate? A. Well, right af¬ 
ter you leave Woodvale Boro and cross the little river that 
comes down, it is the first gate on the right. 

7395 Q. What street is it near? A. Oh, well, I don’t 
know the street. 

Q. What street does it fate? A. It is a highway, I think 
up through there, if I am not mistaken. 

Q. How many— A. But, I don't know what route it is. 

Q. How many streets are there between Franklin gate 
and the Woodvale bridge? A. Why, just the one street. 

Q. Just one street? What street is that? A. Well, that 
is more than I can tell you, I never learned to know the 
name of it. 

Q. Well, do you mean by “street" you mean one block 
from the gate, is that wliat you mean? That the Woodvale 
bridge is one block from the Franklin gate? A. Something 
like that, I would say. 

Q. Could it be more than one block? A. Oh, well, I don’t 
know if you go to measure, it may be, maybe it would be or 
maybe it wouldn't be that much. I couldn’t say, it is not 
very far, it is only several hundred feet down to the bridge 
from the gate. 

Q. Well, would you say it would be further from 

7396 where you are sitting to the end of the auditorium ? 
A. Oh, yes, it is three or four times that far. 

Q. That would make it more than one block, wouldn’t it? 
A. Well, maybe it would, I don’t know, I never measured it. 
I don’t even know how much a block measures. 

Q. Well, is it a long block or a short block? A. 1 don't 
know what you would call it, whether it is long or short, 
if you say it is further than a block, why it must be further 
than a block then. 

Q. I am not saying it, you testified about it, Mr. Wagner. 
I believe you testified you got on the street car on Frank¬ 
lin and Main Streets, is that correct? A. Yes, sir, that is 
correct. 

Q. What route does that street car take? A. Well, it 
goes to the corner of Bedford and Main and turns left and 
goes up past Gautier mills up through Woodvale to Frank¬ 
lin Boro. 
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Q. How far is Franklin Boro from where you boarded 
the car? 

Mr. Ford: In what direction, Mr. Examiner? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you said you got on the car 
at Franklin and Main Streets and you came up to Frank¬ 
lin Boro, is that correct? A. That is right. 

Mr. Ford: Well, is that along the route of the street car? 
Mr. Shawe: Yes, I mean along the route of the 

7397 street car, of course. 

Mr. Ford: Or street— 

The Witness: You mean Woodvale, is that along the 
route of it, do you mean? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Yes—no. I didn’t mean that, I am 
asking you how far is it from where you got on the street 
car at Franklin and Main Streets— A. Until I— 

Q. —to Franklin Boro where you got off. A. Why, it 
might be a mile and a half, T never measured it with my 
car or anything. 1 imagine it is close to two miles. 

Q. Just where is this parking lot again? A. It is on the 
right hand side, about half ways in through the town, 
through Woodvale Boro, from Gautier mills. 

Q. Now, let me get this straight, you mean the parking 
lot is half way between Franklin Boro and where you <hot 
on the street car and Franklin and Main Streets? A. ^To, 
between Gautier mills and Franklin Boro, it would be mid¬ 
way between. 

Q. Franklin mill and Franklin Boro? A. Yes. 

Q. How far is Franklin mill from Franklin Boro? 

7398 A. No, not Franklin mills, it would be Gautier mills. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Gautier mills. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Oh, Gautier mills and Franklin 
Boro? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How far is Gautier mills from Franklin Boro? A. 
Oh, well, it is a mile and a half about. 

Q. Didn’t you say it was a mile and a half from Franklin 
and Main Streets to Franklin Boro? A. Well, I would s^v 
it was two miles, I didn’t know exact. 

7399 Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr. Ford: Could I have that question again, Mr. 
Reporter ? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 
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Mr. Shawe: All right, Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, then, you think it may be the 
same distance from Gautier Mills to Franklin Boro as it 
is from Franklin and Main Streets to Franklin Boro, is 
that right? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, I don’t know 
what he is talking about. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s find out what the 
witness said, when he said the Gautier Mills. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You said, I believe, Mr. Wagner— 
correct me if I am wrong, I want the record right— A. I 
told you I didn’t measure it, I told you I was guessing how 
far it was, but it is further from Franklin and Main Street, 
where I got on the street car to Franklin Boro, than it is 
from Gautier Mills, because from Gautier Mills, what 1 
would call it, from Gautier Mill would be the bridge, I 
suppose it is the line between Woodvale Boro and Johns¬ 
town City. Maybe I am wrong about that, I don’t 
7400 know the lines well enough for any thing. 

Q. This parking lot is between Gautier Mills and 
Franklin Boro? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How big a parking lot is it? A. Well, I don't know 
how many acres it covers, or whether—I know the whole 
circus was on there, there is lots of room for parking cars, 
they never take the whole field up for parking cars. 

Q. Whose parking lot is it? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, there is no 
testimony showing the witness knows whose parking lot 
it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whose parking 
lot it is, to whom it belongs? 

The Witness: No, I don’t. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, is it on the property of the 
Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Ford: He has answered the question, Mr. Examiner, 
he says he don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Does the parking lot have a name 
on it? 

Mr. Ford: Objected to as immaterial, Mr. Examiner, 
completely— 
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7401 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I never saw any name, I don’t 

know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever park your car there? 
A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Did you have to go through a gate to get on the park¬ 
ing lot? A. No, sir. 


Q. Did you ever get permission from any one to park 
vour car there? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever pay anybody for parking your car 
there ? A. No, sir, I did not. 

Q. Can any one park their car there, by any one I mean 
any one, speaking in the general sense of the word, the 
public in general? A. Well— 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, it calls for a con¬ 
clusion, incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) If you know? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he knows, he can tell us. 

The Witness: Well, I don’t know, maybe any one can 
park, for all I know, I have seen other ones parking there 
and, of course, I parked there a few times myself. 

Q. Tell me just how do you get onto this parking lot? 

A. Well, it is just an entrance off the sidewalk and 
7402 curb, run over it and go in. 

Q. Is there anybody standing there at the gate 
when you go in? A. Well, sometimes. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, he testified there wasn’t any 
gate, as I recall it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is there a gate where you drive in 
with your car? 

Mr. Ford: That question has already been answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: There is no gate there, no. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, is there any one ever standing 
there when you drive your car on the parking lot? 

Mr. Ford: Could we have the time fixed, Mr. Examiner, 
to this question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I think the time is fixed, I said, 
“When he drove the car on the parking lot.” 

Mr. Ford: It is completely not clear whether any man 
was standing there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That question couldn’t be an¬ 
swered. When a man steps out of his car, after he 

7403 steps out he is standing on the parking lot. 

Mr. Shawe: I will rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether any Bethle¬ 
hem watchmen are ever standing there when you drive 
your car on the lot, parking lot? A. I have saw— 

Mr. Ford: May we have the time fixed, Mr. Examiner? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He said “ever.” 

Mr. Ford: Well, then, use the present tense, I am willing 
he do that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

7404 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At any time when you drove 
your car in this parking lot was there ever any 

watchman standing near the parking lot? A. Yes, there 
was an officer there directing whether they was to pull in, 
or where they was to pull in, keep them in rotation so they 
wouldn’t be all mixed around on the parking lot. 

Q. The watchman was on the parking lot? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. It was a Bethlehem Steel Company watchman, wasn’t 
it ? A. I don’t know, I never paid any attention. 

Q. He had on a uniform, didn’t he? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Had on a Bethlehem Steel Company uniform, didn’t 
he? 

Mr. Ford: I object, the witness already said he didn’t 
pay any attention and doesn’t know who this man was. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now how far is the place where you 
worked from the parking lot? 

Mr. Ford: Could we have the time fixed, Mr. Examiner? 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When you worked. 

Mr. Ford: When he worked as a school bus driver or 
for whom? 

Mr. Shawe: It is obvious, Mr. Examiner, when 

7405 this man was working for the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany from June the 2nd up to October some time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, rephrase the question, if 
that is the question. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When you were working for the 
Bethlehem Steel Company and you parked your car in the 
lot, how far from where you worked was your place of work 
from the parking lot? A. I imagine it was close to half a 
mile. 

Q. Close to half a mile? A. Yes. 

Q. Was any part of the mill near the parking lot? A. 
Not that I worked in. 

Q. No, I mean where any one else worked. A. I don’t 
know, I don’t think, I never saw any mills down that way. 

Q. Did you ever show the watchman who was on the 
parking lot, did he ever ask you for your check number? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Did he ever ask to see your brass check? A. When I 
would go into the gate? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, I was asked almost every day. 

Q. I mean, when you drove into the parking lot. A. 
When I drove into the parking lot, I was not. I 

7406 always carried my check on my watch fob and any 
one could see that I had a check. 

Q. Well, did the watchman on the parking lot see your 
check? A. He never asked me for it, no. 

Q. Don’t you know as a matter of fact that the Woodvalb 
parking lot belongs to the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, the witness has an¬ 
swered several times that he does not know who owns th<|? 
parking lot. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When you say this street car was 
stopped, now, with reference to the parking lot, how far 
was the street car from the parking lot? A. From thd 
parking lot? 

Q. Yes. A. It was right at the entrance where they 
drive in and out of the parking lot. 

Q. Any watch boxes there? A. No, sir. 

Q. Was there a watch box right across the bridge? 

Mr. Ford: What bridge is he talking about? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Isn’t there a bridge right 

7407 there, also right near the Woodvale parking lot? A. 
Not until you get up close to Franklin Boro, there 

is a bridge, there is one here right at the end of the Gautier 
mills. 
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Q. You know, I am a little confused, Mr. Wagner, I have 
never been in Johnstown before last September and I am 
not quite familiar with it, I wonder if you would draw us 
a little diagram as to where this parking lot is and where 
the bridge is. A. Maybe I could. 

Q. Could you? A. I am not a very good artist but I 
could make a stagger at it, anyhow. 

Q. Just take your time. A. All right, sir, I don’t know, 
maybe this mightn’t run quite in the right direction, now 
where between do you want this drawn, where do you want 
it? 

Q. Well, let’s take where you got on the street car. A. 
At Franklin Street? 

Q. Franklin and Main Street, take also up to these va¬ 
rious places that you have mentioned. A. All right, sir. 
We will trv it, T don’t know whether it will be verv near 
the crooks in the street or not but I will do the best I can. 

(Whereupon the witness drew a diagram.) 

7408 The Witness: Now, if you can understand it. 

Mr. Shawe: This I presume is Franklin and Main 
Streets. (Pointing.) 

The Witness: That is right. This is Franklin, and this 
is Main you are on right there. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) This is Main? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. This is Franklin? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, can I interrupt here:’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. This witness is 
excused until two o’clock today, if he can return at that 
time. If he cannot return at two o’clock today, he will 
return at 9:30 Monday morning. Do you understand ? 

The Witness: I know I won’t be able to return today 
because I won’t be able to get any one to drive my bus, 
unless you want me to come back at that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I don’t want to put you to 
any inconvenience, I would rather have you just go off 
todav and come back Monday morning, that would be the 
24th.* 
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7409 Mr. Moore: I didn’t hear you, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I suggest if the witness 

has to leave at not later than 2:30 and at that, he might 
have to rush, he is driving a school bus. 

Mr. Moore: Can’t we go on and finish now, it can’t take 
more than a half an hour, with any reason? I think we 
ought to be able to run over. We ought not to inconvenience 
him. 

The Witness: That would save coming back Monday. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I want to make it convenient for tjhe 
witness, but I don’t fell that I would be justified in short- 
ening my cross-examination. 

Mr. Moore: I am perfectly willing to stay here until 
half past five or six o’clock. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not going to go without 
lunch. We will do with this witness what we have done 
with every other witness, he can come back, we can make 
it at his convenience. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he lives out in the country, he has ^o 
come in a matter of thirty miles, it isn’t a case of where 
you couldn’t put him on like at Baltimore. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we did that with a num¬ 
ber of Johnstown witnesses working in the mill and we 
didn’t want them to lose time. We interrupted several 
examinations. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it was done not, as I remember, 

7410 because of the inconvenience to the witness, it was 
done because the Board’s counsel wished to have it 

done. However, it is your ruling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, several of those witnesses 
were released solely because we didn’t want to break up 
their working schedule. 

Mr. Moore: It seems to me that it is too bad that you 
can’t go ahead with the examination and finish. I don’t 
see how it would last beyond an hour, anyway. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have seen some cross-exam¬ 
inations that I thought should take about ten minutes and 
they have lasted considerably longer. I am not going to 
tell Mr. Shawe now, any more than I told Mr. Broun when 
he was cross-examining Mr. Verbose in Baltimore, that h^ 
would have to finish up the cross-examination. 

Mr. Broun: I certainly tried to meet the convenience oJ: 
Mr. Verbose. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. 

Mr. Shawe: I am certainly trying to meet the con¬ 
venience of this witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But at the same time, Mr. 
Broun, I was quite insistent that your rights on cross- 
examination be preserved. The witness wasn’t well and we 
simply excused him. You will recall and I stated in the 
record that if he were brought back again, you could 

7411 start your cross-examination all over again. 

Mr. Broun: Yes, you did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you were put to inconven¬ 
ience. 

Mr. Broun: You certainly did, sir, quite properly and 
very nicely. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t want to limit a man’s 
cross-examination, I am not going to say to Mr. Shawe 
now, “I will give you a time limit for your cross-examina¬ 
tion.” I want to meet the convenience of this witness but 
at the same time an attorney is entitled to cross-examine. 

Well, you will be here then Monday morning at nine 
thirty, please, Mr. Witness? 

The Witness: All right, sir, I will try to do that, if you 
are not going to finish up today. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we can’t finish now and 
if you can’t be here at two, for the afternoon, or as much 
of it as counsel needs for examination— 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, could we adjourn for 
only an hour for lunch and come back, say, at one thirty 
and see whether we can finish up in time to release this 
man definitely so that he won’t have to return from the 
country next week? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is agreeable to me. In 
fact, if you want to make all sessions one hour re- 

7412 cesses, I would be delighted to do it. I wish counsel 
would agree to that. 

Mr. Ford: Is there any objection to it? 

Mr. Rose: It is perfectly agreeable to us to have an 
hour lunch period every day. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, that I can’t without 
great inconvenience, I don’t mind saying, I have to cut my 
lunch hour down to fifteen minutes because I can’t do any¬ 
thing else; the other day I was on the telephone— 
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Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, we don’t want to in¬ 
convenience Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: I am only showing for the record that I 
can’t just cut the thing down and why. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I would be delighted to have 
them all an hour; I have no objection to coming back here 
now at one thirty. In fact, I will, if counsel want to do it. 
We can just get a very brief lunch and make it a half an 
hour and then you would have an entire hour to cross-ex¬ 
amine this man. 

Mr. Moore: It is quite agreeable to me. I will be gljad 
to go without any lunch. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am not going to tell an 
attorney that he has to work without any food, or the Court 
Reporter. Suppose we adjourn until, say, a quarter 
7413 after one, that will give us about forty minutes. 

Will you be back here at that time, Mr. Wagne *? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You might hold on to that 
sketch. 

The "Witness: All right, it is not very good looking. 

Mr. Shawe: Did you instruct the witness, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t discuss your testimony 
with any one, Mr. Wagner. We will adjourn until one 
fifteen. 

(Thereupon, at 12:35 o’clock p. m., a recess was takeji 
until 1:15 o’clock p. m.) 


7417 


After Recess 


(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to rer 
cess, at 1:27 o'clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Wagner. 

Archie Wagner resumed the stand as a witness by anc 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
duly sworn, testified further as follows: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record will show it is 1:27 
]). m. Go ahead, Mr. Shawe. 
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Cross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did you finish that map you were 
drawing? A. (Witness hands paper to Mr. Shawe.) 

Q. Would you mind marking in here the name of these 
streets so that we will be able to identify them? A. You 
mean mark in the name of the street? 

Q. Yes. A. Do you have a pencil? 

Q. Just a minute. 

(Mr. Shawe hands the witness a pencil.) 

A. Oh, I don’t know the names of these streets up 
through here, but this here one is Franklin and this one is 
Main, and here is where Bedford Street comes on (indicat¬ 
ing). 

/418 Q. The street car runs down Main Street, is that 
correct? A. That is right. 

Q. And, that is the street car that you took that day? A. 
Yes, sir, that is right. 

Q. What is the name of that street car line, Main Street 
car line, or Franklin Boro? A. That is more than 1 could 
tell, I don't know that much about the street car lines here 
in town. 

Q. Well, which street car do you take? A. Well, I took 
a Franklin car. 

Q. To go to Franklin ? A. I took a Franklin car. 

Q. That street car comes down Main Street—is this still 
Main Street ? A. I couldn't tell you that, all I know is from 
here down is Main Street, that is all I can tell you about 
the streets, I don't know how that is. 

Q. Well, what street is this, if you know? A. Well, that 
is more than I could tell, I don't know. 

Q. And what is the name of this street ? The bridge? A. 
Well, I know—I don’t know the name of the bridge, all I 
know is there is a bridge there, railroad tracks. 

Q. And is this the bridge you referred to in your testi¬ 
mony? A. That was one of them. 

741D Q. Well, now, this parking lot is between the two 
bridges, is that correct? A. That is right, that is 

right. 

Q. Approximately how far is it from this bridge to the 
last bridge marked here? 
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Mr. Ford: Now, Mr. Shawe, would you state that a litt e 
more fully so that the record will show what you are re¬ 
ferring to? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, I believe you testified that the 
parking lot that you referred to in your direct testimony 
is located between two bridges? A. That is right. 

Q. Is that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. And, you don’t know the name of the bridges? A. N<|>, 
sir, I don’t know the names of either one of the bridges. 

Q. My question is, how far is it from the first bridge that 
you come to on the street car line going to Franklin Boro, 
to the next bridge that you get to? A. Well, I don’t knoW 
exactly, if anything, I would have to guess at it. 

Q. Well, can you give me an idea approximately? 

7420 A. It mav be a mile and a half. 

Q. Well, now, is the parking lot nearer to the first 
bridge that you come to on the way to Franklin Boro? Or 
is it nearer to the other bridge? A. Well, it is about be¬ 
tween. 

Q. Between ? A. Half way between. 

Q. Between? A. Half way between. 

Q. Where does the street car stop with reference to the 
parking lot, is there a street car stop there? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where is that? A. It is, well, I couldn’t say exact, 
along there, but it is somewhere along the face of it here, 
somewhere along, I couldn’t say that it is 50 feet from one 
end or 100 feet from another end, or how it is. 

Q. The entrance to the parking lot is very near where 
the street car stops, is that correct? A. Yes, sir, yes, sir. 

Q. In other words, when you get off the street car, you 
can walk right into the lot? A. It is about along in there, 
some place (indicating). 

Q. The entrance? A. Yes, sir. 

7421 Q. By the entrance to the lot, I mean where the 
cars drive in to park? A. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Q. Now, can you also, do you use this parking lot as an 
entrance to go into the mill also? A. No, I guess you can 
some I guess walk up the railroad track here, but I never 
did, I always went the other way. 

Q. Where is the railroad track that you refer to? A. 
Well, these tracks come up through here somewhere and 
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go into the mill, and I believe there is over here by this 
bridge crossing— 

Q. Is that the Black Lick and Conemaugh Railroad? A. 
That is something more than I can tell you, I don’t even 
know the names of the railroads. 

Mr. Moore: May 1 ask for my own edification what the 
record is going to show? This is all going on the record, 
I take it? 

Mr. Shawe: That is correct. Well, I think we can mark 
this for identification or introduce it in evidence. 

Mr. Moore: We want to know where “here” is on it. 
Mr. Shawe: Well, he has marked the railroad track. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Will you mark the railroad track on 
here, please? A. (Witness marks map.) 

7422 Q. Now, you have testified, I believe, with refer¬ 
ence to some, as you called them, “pickets”? A. 

Yes, sir. 

Q. Where were they located? A. Well, along where you 
drive in on that parking lot, at this car stop, that is right 
where the car stop is, there is a board up, “Car stop” 

7423 on a pole there. 

Q. Where were they located, mark it on there? 
Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: It is pretty hard to mark from one end to 
the other, because I don’t know exactly. 

Mi-. Ford: Mr. Examiner, the witness already stated he 
could not locate the car stop with reference to the face of 
the parking lot, he said these pickets were in the vicinity of 
the car stop, so it seems to follow from that that it is al¬ 
ready so indicated. He is unable to state where the pickets 
were located with reference to the parking lot. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, he can tell us approximately. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Tell us approximately where these 
pickets were. A. Along in front of the parking lot close by. 

Q. Well, mark it here so that it will show. A. I can mark 
it and maybe it won’t be exact. 

Q. I am not asking you to be exact. A. It is somewhere 
along there. 

(Witness pointed.) 

The Witness: 1 don’t know, maybe it is further one way 
than the other, it is just guess work. 
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Q. And how mail}’ of these alleged pickets were theie? 
A. Well, I didn’t count them, there was a gang there, 

7424 I just made a guess when I said forty or fifty be¬ 
cause 1 did not count them. 

Q. How do you know they were pickets ? A. They 
wouldn’t have been hollering. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you gentlemen resume 
your seats. 

The Witness: They would not have been hollering 
‘‘Scab” and this and that, if thev weren’t. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Do you know what a picket is? 
Well, I don’t know. 

Q. You say you don’t know what a picket is? A. I imag¬ 
ine it is some one that is trying to interfere with the men 
that are working and are going to their work, or something 
like that. That is what I would call them. 

Q. You think it is unlawful to picket? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that as calling for a legal condp- 
sion and incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial. 

Mr. Shawe: It seems to me a mental state, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) As a matter of fact you don’t know 
what a picket is, is that correct? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, he has already defined 

7425 “picket” according to his understanding. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec¬ 
tion. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, what were these men doing 
that you saw, as you say ? A. Picketing. 

Mr. Ford: I think, Mr. Examiner, that that question has 
been answered. 

Mr. Shawe: I will rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you testified that these men 
were walking up and down, is that correct ? A. Xo, sir. I 
said— 

Mr. Ford: I don’t believe that he did testify—excuse me, 
I think that misstates the witness’ testimony, Mr. Exami¬ 
ner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Correct, it does. Rephrase the 
question. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, 1 believe you stated on your 
direct examination that pickets came on the street car, is 
that correct/ A. Xo, sir, 1 didn’t say that, that they came 
after the street car stopped/ 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, they did. 

Q. Well, how did you know they were pickets/ A. 1 was 
thinking you meant they rode on the street car, but 

7426 they didn’t. 

Q. How do you know they were pickets '/ 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I think lie has already an¬ 
swered why he thought that these people were pickets. 

Mr. Sliawe: I don’t think he has answered, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Mr. Ford: Just a few minutes ago after we came down 
from the platform— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We just got on the street car, I 
mean the testimony has just taken us up to the point where 
he saw them on the street car. 

Mr. Ford: Well, he said, I may be incorrect, but I thought 
that he said that the persons standing in the vicinity of 
the street car after the street car stopped were shouting 
“Scab” that some of them came into the car, he knew they 
were pickets, because of what they were saying. 

Mr. Sliawe: Mr. Examiner, if I recall the testimony, he 
testified on direct examination that these alleged pickets 
came on the street car. 

Mr Ford: That is correct. 

Mr. Sliawe: And this is the first question 1 have asked 
with reference to that and I think I am entitled to go into 
whether these men were pickets or not. 

Mr. Ford: 1 think the record is perfectly clear that the 
people in the crowd were on the street first and then 

7427 came into the car. 

Mr. Sliawe: I think 1 am entitled to cross-ex¬ 
amine on that material, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Sliawe: T think I had a pending question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you repeat the question/ 

(The reporter read the pending question as above set 
forth.) 

( v >. (By Mr. Sliawe) When I say “they” 1 mean the men 
that came on the street car who you said were pickets. A. 
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Well, they came in, they were hollering outside the car and 
then they came in. 

Q. Is that the only way you know they were pickets? A. 
Well, I don’t know how else you would tell them. 

Q. Well, supposing, let’s take any ten or fifteen men, 
suppose they had gotten on a street car and hollered 
“Scab” would you say they were pickets? A. Oh, no. 

Q. Do you know any of these ten or fifteen men? A. No, 
I didn’t look at them to identify any of them, I wasn’t ac¬ 
quainted with any of them. I did not know them, they 
were all strangers to me. 

Q. You did not know whether they worked for the com¬ 
pany or not ? A. How do I know ? I don’t know where they 
worked. 

7428 Q. And you did not know whether they were pick¬ 
ets or not, did you? A. Well, they were hollering 


“Scab” and everything else, so I supposed maybe they 
were, if they would not have been, they would not have 


been hollering. 

Mr. Ford: I object. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) If I hollered “Seal)*', would you 
think I was a picket ? 

Mr. Ford: Will you ask the witness not to answer when 
I object to a question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question as hypothetical Mr. 
Examiner, entirely incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will sustain the objection to 
the form of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, let’s take that day when you 
were going to work and the street car was stopped and 
let’s say that I was standing out at the gate and you got 
off the street car and I hollered at you and said “Scab”, 
would you say 1 was a picket ? 

Mr. Ford: 1 make the same objection, it is the same 
question in a slightly different form. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, would you say any one, if any 
one had hollered “Scab” at you that day, would you 
7420 call them a picket ? 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 
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The Witness: Well, if they was in a gang like they were 
there at the street car stop probably they would be. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Anybody that yelled ‘‘Scab'’ you 
would call a picket? A. Well, you couldn’t tell. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, i object to that, it is not the 

witness’ testimony. 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will sustain the objection to 
the form of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, then, is it your testimony that 
anybody who was standing out in front of that gate the 
day that you rode on that street ear and yelled “Scab'’, 
would you call them a picket l 

Mr. Ford: I am sorry to interrupt— 

Mr. Shawe: I want the record to be clear on that point, 
what you mean by “picket”. 

Mr. Ford: The record speaks for itseif, Mr. Examiner. 
He testified rather fully as to the conduct of these people 
and the reasons why he said that he thought they were 
pickets. He testified as to what they were doing and saving 
outside the car and what they did after they got into 
7430 the car and what they did after they got him out of 
the car, it seems to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no testimony on cross- 
examination as to what they did after they got him out of 
the car, at least I don’t recall any. 

Mr. Ford: Well, perhaps that is so, but there certainly 
is testimony on cross-examination as to what happened 
prior to that time. 

Mr. Shawe: I submit— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let counsel go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Will you answer my last question, 
pleasef A. What was your last question? 

Mr. Ford: I also think the witness on cross-examination 
has testified that according to his understanding a picket 
is a person who intereferes with people going to work. I 
believe that that was brought out on his cross-examination, 
so that the question does not accurately state the testi¬ 
mony that has been elicited on cross-examination and it is 
objectionable on that ground. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well— 
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The Witness: Well, I think I have answere<jl a 
couple of times, that is pretty nearly all that I jjan 


7431 


Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you say that because you he^ird 
Mr. Ford object and say that in his objection? A. No, feir, 
I did not, no, sir, because I don’t know what to answer 
you. 

Q. Then you don’t know what a scab is, isn't that cor¬ 
rect, a picket ? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Strike that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Then you don’t know what a picket 
is, is that correct? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, he has already 
answered several times. 

Mr. Shawe: He hasn’t answered that question, Mr. Elx- 
aminer. 

Mr. Ford: He answered that several times. 

Mr. Shawe: Respondents produced this witness here ahd 
he has given us testimony about pickets, I think we atre 
entitled to know what lie thinks a picket is. 

Mr. Ford: He already told us. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead, you may answojr. 

The Witness: They would not be pickets if they wouldn’t 
interfere with you, 1 wouldn’t think so, if they in- 
7432 terfcred with you like they did me, why, I would 
call them pickets. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you work—I don’t recall yoijr 
testimony—did you work Friday night, June 11th? 

June 11th? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. That would have been on a Saturday, 
would it? 

Q. Friday, I believe. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was Friday. 

The Witness: Friday night was the last night 1 worked 
before the strike. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What turn did you work Friday 
night? A. I worked the night shift from— 

Q. Eleven to seven? A. Three to eleven. 

Q. Three to eleven? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you work Saturday night, June 12th? A. No, 
didn’t have work that night. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, did you mean 
the night shift when you said three to eleven, or did I 
understand— 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —you incorrectly ? 

7433 The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what you call the 
night shift? 

The Witness: That is what I call the night shift, we only 
work two shifts in the car shop. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Three in the afternoon till eleven 
at night? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Just a moment. Did 
you call it the night shift or do the men generally call it 
the night shift? 

The Witness: They were only working two shifts in the 
shop, from seven to three and three to eleven, they didn’t 
work any shift eleven to seven in the car shop. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What you mean is—what I 
mean is. do the men generally refer to the three to eleven 
shift as the night shift ? 

The Witness: That is what I always called it, I don’t 
know whether they call it that or not. 

Mr. Ford: Well, now, you spoke of a shift from seven 
to three, I suppose you mean from seven in the morning 
till three in the afternoon? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

7434 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you work on Sunday, 
June 13th? A. No, sir, I did not. 

Q. Well, when is the next time you went to work after 
Sunday, June 13th? A. Monday morning, seven o’clock. 

Q. Monday morning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you work Monday, January 14th? A. Yes, 1 did. 

Q. Did you work from— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: June 14th, please, Mr. Shaw’e. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry, June 14th. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawre) Did you work Monday, June 14th, 
from seven to three? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: Seven in the morning till— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Three in the afternoon? 
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Mr. Ford: Three in the afternoon. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Three in the afternoon? A. That’s 


right. 

Q. What kind of work did you do that day, Monday, «june 
14th? A. I was fitting up in the ear shop. 

Q. What does that mean ? A. Well you assemble a [cer¬ 
tain part of the ear, bolt it together, that is what I 

7435 mean. 

Q. What time did you leave to go home that day? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I think that the record shows 
that the man didn’t go home that day, he went to his 
brother’s home, if I recall. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I am— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ask him what time, what time 
did you leave the plant where you worked, Mr. Wagner? 

The Witness: Why, I checked out my card at the regular 
time, if I remember right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That would be three o’clock? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You went to your brother’s home 
that day, is that correct? A. That’s right. 

Q. Did any one stop you from going to your brothejr’s 
home? A. No, sir. 

Q. Were you injured in any way going to your brother’s 
home? A. Xo, sir, I was not. 

Q. Were there any people standing outside the gate when 
you went outside that day ? 

Mr. Ford: What gate does counsel mean? 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Which gate did you go home 

7436 through on Monday, June 14th ? 

Mi*. Ford: That question assumes that he went 
through a gate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How did you go when you left 
the plant after you checked out ? 

The Witness: I went out the gate I’d always gone in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What gate is that? 

The Witness: I imagine they call it the Franklin Gate^i. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the Upper Franklin Gale 
or the Lower Franklin Gate? Do you know? 

The Witness: Well, I guess it must be the low’er one, I 
don’t know anything about the Upper Franklin gate, it is 
the only gate 1 ever went in and out. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That is the gate you always went 
in and out? A. Yes, sir, that is the one. 

Q. Were there people standing outside that gate? A. 
There was some there. 

Q. Did you take a street ear from there? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. How long were you standing around waiting for a 
street car? A. I didn’t— 

Mr. Ford: I think that question is objectionable, 
7437 it is assuming facts that have not yet been put in 
evidence. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you wait for a street car that 
day? A. Should I answer that question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is no objection to 
it, go right ahead. 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 

The Witness: Yes, I waited a spell. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How far is the street car stop from 
where you came out of the gate ? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, it is 
entirely immaterial, it is improper cross-examination, it 
assues that there was a street car stop. 

Mr. Shawe: I think that is a fair assumption. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled, go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, I got on the street car right in front 
of the gates. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Right in front of the gates? A. Yes, 
it was just a few feet above the gates, I had better say, for 
that to be correct. 

Q. In what direction did you go when you got on the 
street car that day? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean what direction did 
the street car go ? 

743S Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir. 

The Witness: Came into Johnstown. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Came into Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Made the same route? A. That’s right. 

Q. That is—just a minute—it made the same route that 
day going into Johnstown that the street car made the day 
that the street car was stopped coming up to Franklin Boro, 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, this man testi- 
lied that he had left the street car on the following day in 
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Woodvale, I believe, and walked back to Johnstown, so it 
is perfectly obvious he didn’t know where it went after. 

Mr. Shawe: I will rephrase the question to cure the ob¬ 
jection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did this street car that you took to 
go into Johnstown go over the same territory that }tau 
covered the morning that you came up to work in the 
street car which stopped, I believe you said. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I think that the record shows 
that on the following morning the man left the street car 
in Woodvale and walked back to Johnstown, so that it is 
self-evident that the question has already been an- 

7439 swered on the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Ford: In other words, the street car on Monday 
afternoon could not have covered the same territory as tlie 
street car on the following morning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the street car on Mondav 

mf 

could have covered the territory that the one Tuesday 
covered, although the one Tuesday might not have covered 
the same territory that the one on Monday did. 

Mr. Ford: Of course, that is so, but I don’t think it fs 
framed, I don’t think the question is framed that way. j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, rephrase it so there will 
be no question about it. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, this street car that you took 
Monday passed by Woodvale, is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. It passed by the same spot which the street car yoji 
took the following day, I believe, was stopped, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then when you got to Woodvale on this street car on 
Monday, June 14th, from that point on, did it cover the 
same territory going into Johnstown that the street car 
that you took the day that the car was stopped com- 

7440 ing from Johnstown up to Woodvale did? A. Yoq 
mean— 

Mr. Ford: I think if that question were rephrased, so a$ 
to read go over the same streets, rather than cover the 
same territory, it would be a little more accurate. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I think so, Mr. Shawe, and also 
I recall no testimony that the car was stopped. I used, or 
you used that expression several times in your questions, 
“The car stopped,” but I don’t recall any testimony that 
it was stopped. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, all right, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The street car that you got on Mon¬ 
day, June 14th, when it got to what you call Woodvale, 
from that point on, did you cover the same streets, and 
pass by the same gates, that the street car that you took 
the following day, which you say stopped at Woodvale? 
A. You mean the morning or evening? After work, or 
before work? 

Q. I mean the street car that you went home on? A. The 
street car that I went home on came down through Wood- 
vale into town on the same street that the other one goes up 
on. 

Q. That’s what I want to know; did any one break any 
glasses in the street car that day? A. Not while I 

7441 was on. 

Q. Did any one stop the street car? A. Not while 
1 was on the street car. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean outside of the motor- 
man, don’t you? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, that’s right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were there any other passengers on 
the street car beside yourself? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did other men who had worked in the mill that day 
board the street car? A. Yes, sir, they did. 

Q. Was the car crowded? A. I don't remember. 

Q. About how many people do you think were on the 
street car that day? A. Really, I wouldn’t like to say be¬ 
cause I don’t know. 

Q. Do you know how many were on the street car June 
15th which stopped at Woodvale? I don’t know exactly, 
no, sir. 

Q. Didn’t you testify in your direct examination— A. 1 
said approximately. 

Mr. Ford: He didn’t testify anything about exactly, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Can’t you tell me approxi- 

7442 mately how many was on the street car June 14th? 
A. That’s right. 
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Q. How many ? A. I would say possibly seven, eight! or 
ten. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner,— 

The Witness: Ten. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, I think the wit¬ 
ness misunderstood that question, you asked him June 14th 
and he is talking about June 15th. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Am I correct? 

The Witness: That is what I thought he said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what you had in mind? 

Mr. Ford: That is what I had in mind. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawc) How many do you think were on the 
car on Monday, June 14th? A. Oh, well, I don’t know. 

Q. Can you give me an idea, just like you gave us an 
idea how many was on there June 15th? A. I wouldn’t 
like to say, I don’t know how many was on. 

Q. Why did you like to say how many was on there oln 
June 15th ‘l A. There was a number of men on, but I don’t 
know how many. 

Q. Well, you gave us a number, did you not? A. 
7443 Well, I could say maybe fifty or seventy-five, ana 
the car would only hold twenty or twenty-five, I 
didn’t count them, I don’t know how many was on. 

Q. Then is it your testimony you don’t know how many 
was on the street car on June 15th? A. I don’t, I told yoq 
approximately. 

Sir. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, and move t<p 
strike out the answer of the witness. Mr. Shawe is misrepl- 
resenting the witness’ testimony, he didn’t say that hi 
didn’t know how many were on the street car on the 15th|. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Then is it your testimony that yoi 
do not know how many people were on the street car oil 


June 15tli which stopped at Woodvale ? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, the record speaks for itself 
and that question misrepresents what the record says. 

Mr. Shawe: It does not misrepresent anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In general, I wish counsel vrould 
stop using this phrase, “Is it your testimony?” I have 
heard it since September 8th, and I am thoroughly weary 
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of it; please just ask the witness questions, then the one 

who reads the record mav determine what the testimony 

• 

is. 

7444 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know how many peo¬ 
ple were on the street car on Tuesday, June 15th, 

which stopped at Wood vale l A. Xo, sir. 

Mr. Ford: That question is—excuse me. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Ford: That question has been asked and answered 
in a different form several times. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 
Mr. Ford: Is it understood that if the witness has an¬ 
swered a question to which an objection has been sustained, 
That the answer automatically goes out? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is a ruling we have been 
following, Mr. Ford. Sometimes the witness will answer 
before the objection can be made. If any of them do, if I 
think of it in time, I treat the objection as a motion to 
strike and take them both out, but I think I stated a long 
time ago in the record that if an objection is sustained, and 
the witness answered, it automatically takes the answer 
with it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Monday, June 14th, before you left 
the shop, did you have any conversations with your fore¬ 
man? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, as in¬ 
competent, irrelevant, immaterial; nothing of that 

7445 sort was brought out on direct examination at all, no 
showing that there was any foreman around on Mon¬ 
day. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe—when was the next day 
that you worked after Monday, June 14th? A. I worked 
on Tuesday, the 15th. 

Q. When was the next day after that? A. Well, I am 
not just exactly sure what day it was, it was either Thurs¬ 
day or Friday, or I mean Friday or Saturday. 

6. All right. A. That I worked. 
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Q. Well, now, on that Friday or Saturday that you went 
work, did you go on the street car? A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Where did you get off the street car to go to work? 
A. I beg your pardon ? 

Q. What stop did you get off ? A. When I went to work? 
Q. Yes, on Friday or Saturday? A. At the mill 

7446 gate. 

Q. The same place? A. The gate I always used. 
Mr. Ford: Same place as what, Mr. Witness? 

The Witness: As I would always go into work. 

Mr. Ford: Where is that? 

The Witness: When I got to work, Franklin Gate, Upper 
or Lower, it is the first gate you come to. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one harm you that day? 

Mr. Ford: The first Franklin gate you come to? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one harm you that day you 
went to work ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did any one kick you that day? A. No, sir. 

Q. What time did you knock off work that day? A. What 
day do you mean? 

Q. The dates of Friday or Saturday that you are refej*- 
ing to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase that. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What time did you quit work on Fri¬ 
day or Saturday that you just referred to in your previous 
answer that you returned to work? 

Mr. Ford: Do you—would you mind reading th^t 

7447 question, please, Mr. Reporter? | 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above s<jt 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: I assume that counsel means, “Stop working 
on that day.” 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, I mean stop work. 

7448 A. Well, the usual time. 

Q. Three o’clock? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you return to your brother’s home that day, o • 
did vou go to vour own home? A. I think, if it was on 
Saturday, 1 went home. 

Q. Went home ? A. Out in the country. 
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Q. Did any one harm you the day you left, that day when 
you left work? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you go home on a street car that day? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Did any one throw any stones at you that day? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Did any one call you a “Scab” that day? A. Well, 
I don’t know whether they called me, or who. 

Q. I mean, you didn’t hear them call you a scab? A. 
Not in particular me, no. 

Q. Were there a lot of people standing outside the gate 
when you came out? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did they see you come out ? A. Sure, they did. 

Q. Did you work—when was the next day you 
7441) worked after the Friday or Saturday that you re¬ 
ferred to? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I don’t know whether that 
question coincides with the witness’ testimony. I think 
there is some testimony about his working on Saturday. 

Mr. Shawe: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said Friday or Saturday, I 
am not sure which, if I understand. 

Mr. Shawe: If 1 may, I want to show the witness a 1937 
calendar. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Here is a calendar, here is June 14th 
and this is the 15th. Now, the Friday or Saturday that you 
referred to, I presume, is June 18th or June 19th, is that 
correct? A. That is right. 

Q. Now, did you work on Sunday, June 20th? A. No, 
sir, I did not. 

Q. Did you work Sunday, June 21st? A. No. 

Mr. Ford: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: I mean Monday, June 21st. 

The Witness: I think the mill was closed about that time, 
I didn’t work for a week. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Witness, you used the expression “week” 
for the week beginning when ? 

7450 The Witness: Why, the week beginning on the 
21st. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, I believe you testified on your 
direct examination that your nose was broke, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. Well, as far as I know, it was. 
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Q. Was it put in a sling? A. No, sir, it was not. 

Q. What made you think it was broke? A. Well, if it 
wasn’t, I am badly fooled, for it was pushed to the side 
and— 

Q. Did a doctor ever tell you it was broke? A. No, the 
doctor never told me it was broke. The nurses that I went 
to at the dispensary and to their hospital, or whatever they 
call it, said they weren’t sure, but they said it could be 
possible it was a fracture and I was to go back the next 
day on the 17th, the day I was supposed to go back, and I 
didn’t get back that day. I went on the 18th and th^v 
didn’t do any more to me than what they had, and so, I 
never went back any more. 

Q. Did any doctor or any nurse ever tell you that your 
nose was broken? 

Mr. Ford: I think he has answered that question, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: He said that it may have, he said that the)y 
said it may have been, I asked him, did any doctor <}r 

7451 any nurse ever tell him it was broken. 

The Witness: Just what they told me at the dis¬ 
pensary and at the other— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I asked you did they tell you that 
your nose was broke? A. Well, they didn't know for sure 
whether it was or whether it was not. 

Q. Did they ever find out for sure? A. No, because [I 
never went back. 

Q. Do you think your nose is broken now? A. It isn t 
broke now. 

Mr. Ford: What does he mean by “now”? Is his nose 
broken, does he mean is his nose now broken or does he 
now think his nose is still broken. I don’t think the ques¬ 
tion is clear. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Do you think your nose is still 
broken? A. Why, no, it couldn’t be. It would have healed 
between this and that time, surely. If it is, I would kno'sir 
about it, I guess it would still be sore. 

Q. It isn’t sore any longer? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever use a gun? A. In hunting? 

Mr. Ford: I—Mr. Examiner, would you pleas^? 

7452 caution the witness again not to answer until I hav^ 
had a chance to object to a question? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I will be glad to do it. I don’t 
know just how I am going to operate under it, though. 

The Witness: Well, I just won’t answer until he objects. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever use a club during the 
strike? 

Mr. Ford: 1 object to that question, Mr. Examiner, it is 
improper cross-examination, incompetent, irrelevant and 
immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Xo, sir, I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one ever give you a club 
while you were working during the strike? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner. It 
is entirely too broad, it is therefore immaterial whether 
any one ever gave him a club. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You better specify the time and 
place, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I said, ‘‘during the strike”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is still too general, I 
think Mr. Ford’s objection is well taken. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) On the days that you worked 
7453 during the strike here last June, did any one at any 
time give you a club? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. Did any one at any time that you worked during the 
strike ever tell you where you could secure a club? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question as entirely imma¬ 
terial, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Xo, sir, they did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one at any time that you 
worked during the strike, during the month of June, 1937, 
ever give you any weapon? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner. It 
is entirely too broad and therefore immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversations dur¬ 
ing the strike in June with your foreman about the pickets? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, that question is objectionable, 
it assumes a man worked under a foreman. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you work under a foreman? 

Mr. Shawe: I withdraw that last question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you work under a foreman? A. 
I suppose I did. 
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7454 Q. Well, don’t you know whether you had a fore¬ 
man or not? A. I had some one always sign lliy 

card and gave it back to me, so I suppose that is what vpu 
would call a foreman. 

Q. Well, who was that man? A. Why, either Brubaker 
signed my card at that time, or Daniel Grebbs, I believe 
his name was, or Grebb, or something like that. 

Q. Well, let’s take Mr. Brubaker, did you have any 
conversations with Mr. Brubaker at any time during tie 
strike in June with reference to the pickets ? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question as entirely incom¬ 
petent, irrelevant and immaterial, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, sir. I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversations with 
Mr. Brubaker at anv time with reference to the union ? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, on the same 
grounds as my previous objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The same ruling as lo the former 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversation with 
Mr. Brubaker at any time with reference to the C. I. 0.? 

Mr. Ford: 1 object to that question, Mr. Exam- 

7455 iner, it is entirely too broad and therefore incom¬ 
petent, irrelevant and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, sir, I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversation with 
Mr. Brubaker at any time with reference to the 8. W. 0. 0. ? 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner, on the 
further grounds that it is improper cross-examination. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, sir, I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversation with 
Mr. Brubaker at any time with reference to the Amalga¬ 
mated Association of Iron, Steel and Tin Workers? 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The same ruling, he may answer. 
The Witness: No, sir, I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversation with 
Mr. Grebbs at any time with reference to the C. I. 0.? 

All-. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The same ruling. Answer. 

The Witness: No, sir, I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversation with 
Mr. Grebbs with reference to the Steel Workers Organizing 
Committee or the S. W. 0. C.f 

Mr. Ford: The same objection and on the ad- 

7456 ditional ground there is no testimony showing that 
this witness knows what the Steels Workers Or¬ 
ganizing Committee is or the S. W. 0. C. is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he can still tell us whether 
he had a conversation at which those things were discussed. 
He may answer. 

The Witness: No, sir, I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversation with 
Mr. Grebbs at any time with reference to the Amalgamated 
Association of Iron, Steel and Tin Workers ' 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, Mr. Examiner, as my 
previous objections. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The same ruling. 

The Witness: No, sir, I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversation at 
anv time with anv one in the mill with reference to the 
C. I. 0. 

Mr. Ford: The same objection, it is entirely too broad, 
in addition to the previous grounds stated. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: No, sir, I didn't discuss it with no one. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversation with 
any one at any time with reference to the Steel Workers 
Organizing Committee? 

7457 Mr. Ford: Now, certainly, Mr. Examiner, any 
conversation had with anv one at anv time has no 

bearing on this case whatsoever. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) In the plant? 

Mr. Ford: Or “in the plant” either, for that matter. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, sir, I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Mr. Shawe, how much longer 
are you going to be? 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I have some more questions to ask, 
but in order to accommodate the witness, I will cut my 
cross-examination. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you going to cut it or s ;op 
it? 

Mr. Shawe: I will stop it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: (-ail you stay about three 
minutes ? 

The Witness: I think so. 


Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Wagner, when you 
left the mill gate on June the 14th, that Monday afternoon, 
when you took the street car and went into Johnstown, 
were there any people outside the gate at that time? A. A 
few. 

Q. About how many would you say ? A. Oh, well, 

7458 I didn’t count them, I don’t know how many was 
there. 

Q. Well, roughly, was there a big a crowd as there is here 
in the auditorium at this time? A. Oh, no, no. 

Q. How many people would you say there were in this 
auditorium at this time? A. Well, I don’t have any idea 
how many there would be. 

Q. Oh, just give us an approximation. A. There might 
be two hundred there. 

Q. Now, at the time you left the gate on June 14th and 
you say that you don’t think there were that many people 
outside the gate? A. Oh, no, no, sir. 

Q. What were they doing? A. Well, they were just 
standing there and hollering at the men. 

Q. What men? A. That got on the street car and came 
out from the mill. 

Q. Where were they standing? A. They were about, all 
standing over on the opposite of the street from the mill 
gate. 

Q. Is there anything on that side of the street ? A. Yes, 
sir, there is a little store on the opposite side. 

7459 Q. Is there a sidewalk at that point, that is, be¬ 
tween the edge of the store and the street? A. 

think there is. 

Q. About how wide do you think that sidewalk is? A. 
Oh, it may be four feet, at a guess. 

Q. And, where do you say the people were standing for 
the most part? A. The majority was over across the 
street. 



3872 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. You mean on the same side of the street that the store 
is? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were there many women there or any women? A. 
There was some women there. 

Q. Were they any children, that is young boys and young 
girls? A. I didn’t take notice. 

Q. Did you see any rocks thrown at that time? A. I didn’t 
take notice of any, I came out and got on the street car 
about my business and didn’t look for trouble. 

Q. About how long did you wait for a street car? A. 
Well, I didn’t come out of the mill right away, I was in the 
mill for some time before I came out, I changed clothes 
and— 

Q. Now, I mean after you left it. A. After I 

7460 checked out— 

Q. After you left the mill gate, about how long did 
you wait for a street car? A. Oh, when I came out, why, 
the street car was there, I walked right out and got on the 
street car, I didn’t come out and wait on the street for a 
street car. 

Q. Did many people get on the street car the same time 
you did or at the time you did? A. Well, there was a num¬ 
ber of them that got on, I don’t know just how many there 
was, I wasn't the only one, there was a number of them 
that got on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Mr. Ford? Much 
as I would like to accommodate this witness, I do wish to 
sav to all the attorneys, I don't want anv of vou to cut 
your examination short on matters that you deem to be 
important. 

We can’t keep this witness here any longer, but we can 
bring him back. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I have only one question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom *. Very well. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, Mr. Wagner, to make the record 
perfectly clear, on Monday, June 14th, when you left the 
car shop, you went to your brother’s home and not to 

7461 your own home, is that right? A. That is right. 

Mr. Ford: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe, anything further? 
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Mr. Shawe: Nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Thank you, Mr. 
Wagner. I hope we didn’t make you late. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a short recess. 

(Whereupon a short recess was taken, after which the 
proceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, call your next witness. 
Mr. Moore: Mrs. O’Neill. 

Mrs. William O’Neill a witness called by and on behalf 
of the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mrs. O’Neill, will you give us your 
name pleasef A. Mrs. O’Neill, 1118 Ridge Avenue. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me! 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) The first name? 

The Trial Examiner Bloom: May 1 sugest that the 

7462 counsel gel a little closer, please? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think Mrs. O’Neill can speak 
up all right. 

The Witness: Sure. 

Mr. Moore: She will be able to speak, she doesn't want 
to speak too loud, I guess, that is all. No danger of that. 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mrs. O’Neill. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was vour husband’s name? A. William O’Neill. 
Q. William O’Neill? A. Yes. 

Q. And therefore we will have the record show vour name 
as Mrs. William O’Neill. A. Yes. 

Q. You reside where? A. 1118 Ridge Avenue. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me? 

Mr. Moore: 1118— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ridge Avenue. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Where is that? A. Conemaugh Boro. 
Q. In Conemaugh Boro ? A. Yes. 

7463 Q. Is Conemaugh Boro a part of Johnstown? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you living at the same place in June, 1937? 4* 
I think I was, thirty years, many a June. 
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Q. Was any one living with you at that time? A. Which 
time? 

Q. In June, 1937? A. My son. 

7464 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us what his name 
is* A. Harry O’Neill. 

Q. Is he living there with vou at the present time? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Was he employed by any one in June, 1937? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Will you tell me by whom he was employed? A. I 
can’t tell you his former name. 

Q. No, can you tell me the name— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What company, Mrs.— 

The Witness: The Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) The Bethlehem Steel Company? 
Where was he employed, here in Johnstown ? A. In the 
car shop. 

Q. In the car shop? Do you know what he was doing in 
the car shop, what line of work he was doing? A. Well, he 
was painting in the paint shop. 

Q. That is the paint shop in the car shop? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember, and if so, will you tell me on which 
day the strike among the employees of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company here in Johnstown began ? A. I can’t tell you the 
date. 

Q. Do you know the day of the week? A. On 

7465 Friday. 

Q. Friday ? How do you fix that day ? A. In what 

way ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you remember it? 

The Witness: It is the last of the week. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did your son work on that day? A. 
•No, sir, it was his day off. 

Q. Did he work on the following day, Saturday ? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Do you remember what day of the month that was? 
A. I can’t tell you that. 

Q. Can you give me any idea how long your son had been 
working for the Bethlehem Steel Company prior to that 
time? A. No, I can’t tell you. 

Q. Can you tell me, give me any idea, was it days or 
weeks or months? A. It was months, but I can’t just tell 
you how long. 
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Q. How did he go to work? A. Why, he went in a carj. 

Q. You mean by that an automobile? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Whose automobile was it? A. His own. 

Q. And where did he keep the automobile when he 
home? A. Why, he rented a garage for it. 

7466 Q. Where was the garage with reference to y 
home? A. Just a few steps to the garage. 

Q. Did your son go to work on that Saturday? A. 
sir. 

Q. And will you tell me how he went on that day? A. 
walked. 

Q. What were the hours of the day in which he worked 
on that Saturday? A. Well, he worked from seven to h|alf 
past five or a quarter to six. 

Q. You mean seven in the morning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. To half past five ? A. lie worked overtime. 

Q. He worked overtime. What were his regular hour's ? 
A. From seven to three. 

Q. Well, now, on the following day, did he work? A. Ijlis 
day off, on Sunday again. 

Q. What was the next day on which he went to worjk? 
A. On Monday morning, but he didn’t get to work. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner, 1 move 
strike, Mr. Examiner, as not responsive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat the question and An¬ 
swer, please. 

7467 Mr. Moore: I will consent the latter part, 
didn’t get to work,” may go out. 

Mr. Rose: What is that? 

Mr. Moore: I was just speaking to the Examiner, 1 con¬ 
sented to have the latter part go out for the time being. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember about the time yAu 
got up that morning, that Monday morning? A. Sure, I g|ot 
up at five o’clock. 

Q. Well, will you tell us what you did ? 

Mr. Rose: Well, that is— 

Q. And what happened that morning with reference— 
Mr. Rose: That is— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore)—to your son? A. Well, 1 got up to 
get him to work— 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, 1 don’t sqe 
its materiality or competency. 


to 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I assume Mr. Moore is 
going to connect it up. 

Mr. Moore: I am going to connect it up, certainly. Will 
somebody stop playing with the lights in the—(referring to 
the lights in the auditorium which were being turned on 
and off). 

The Witness: I got up at five o’clock. 

7468 Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there something on 
the circuit? What did he say, Mr. Sliawe? 

Mr. Shawe: The light man says it is all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He and I have different ideas, 
go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Go ahead, you say you got up at 
five o’clock? A. I got up at five o’clock to get him ready 
for work and I went to work then mvself, at six-thirty. 

Q. Where were you going to work at that time? A. Well, 
I worked at the Capital Hotel, then, and when I went to call 
him, I saw them out front waiting on him. The boys out 
front waiting on him, and in the meantime, when I was call¬ 
ing him, why, they had went up to the corner and they beat 
a fellow up, up there. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, I move to 
strike. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, 1 will tie it up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will reserve ruling on the 
motion to strike. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, tell me what you know and what 
you saw, what you heard? A. Well, they beat that man up 
at the corner. 

Q. Well, now, tell us what you saw. Did you see him 
from the window upstairs? A. Yes, sir. 

7469 Q. Well, tell me where you first saw the man. A. 
Right at the window, I was looking out the window. 

Q. Tell us what you saw and what was said. A. Well, I 
saw the boys beat a fellow up, up there at the corner. He 
came down past my house and held his jaws, they were 
waiting on my lad and I had to call police protection to get 
out of the house. 

Q. Now, will you tell me how you know that they were 
waiting for your boy, or your son? A. Why, they threatened 
him before. 
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Mr. Rose: Well, I move to strike, Mr. Examiner, I move 
to strike the entire testimony. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if this— 

Mr. Rose: —relative to this incident. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, if this witness heard this 
threat, it is competent testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume, go ahead, I assume 
you are going to connect it up. 

Mr. Moore: Certainly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you yourself hear them say any¬ 
thing that they were going to do to your son? A. 

7470 Yes, they said they wouldn’t let him go to work any 
more. 

Q. Did they say whether or not they would do anything 
to him if he started to go to work? A. Well, no, I didn’t 
hear. 

Q. Well, now, take the man whom you say you saw beat|en 
up, when did you first see him ? A. Well, I was at tike 
window watching these boys ’til my lad would get up to go 
to work, and then I saw some man coming down and thiy 
stepped up to him and told him he had worked the da[y 
before, and lie said he didn’t, and he said, they said he did, 
and they beat him. 

Q. Did you see them strike him ? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Well, now, will you explain what you saw them do 
after one of them struck him? A. Well, then, they run up 
the hollow. 

Q. Well, didn’t they do anything before they struck hiiji, 
after they struck him ? A. They stepped up to him befoije 
they struck him. 

Q. Well, then, after they struck him, what did they doi? 
A. Well, the man came running down past my house and 
they ran up the hollow to get away. 

Mr. Shawe: Up where? 

The Witness: Just up the hollow a little piece 

7471 from where they struck the man. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, did they just strike 
him once and then he ran away? A. No, one struck him 
and he fell down and the other ones piled on. 

Q. And what did they do with him, as they piled on to him? 
A. I don’t know what they done with him, he got up, theV 
ran. I 
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Q. Well, now, then, will you go ahead and tell us what 
else happened that morning before you and your son left 
the house? A. Well, I called up for the police to come. 
Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: I think this is very competent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: I called for the policeman to come, so we 
could get out to work and my son went with me and then he 
stayed away for a week, he didn’t come back to the house. 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, did the policeman come? 
A. A policeman came, yes. 

Q. And that was before you and your son left the house? 
A. So, we could get out. 

Q. Did you see the policeman? A. Sure, and 

7472 talked to him. 

Q. Do you know what his name is? A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, did he have on a uniform, or was he dressed in— 
A. Why, certainly, he had his uniform on. 

Q. He had a uniform on? Can you give me any idea as 
to about what time you left the house with your son? A. 
Twenty minutes of seven. 

Q. And the policeman had come about how long before 
that? A. Well, about fifteen minutes. 

Q. Who was called on the telephone in order to get the 
policeman? A. My son came down and called. 

Q. Well, your son called, but whom did he call? A. He 
called the night warden. 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: The night warden. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) The night warden where? A. At 
the City*Hall. 

Mr. Rose: This is objected to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let her answer. I will let 
the answer stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) How many men were there? A. 
Four, there was five altogether, but I didn’t know 

7473 the one. 

Q. That attacked the man who had come down 
over the hill? A. There was five of them. 

Q. Now, when you left the house with your son, that 
morning, where did you go? A. I went to work. 

Q. And that was to the Capital Hotel? A. Capital Hotel. 
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Q. How did you get there that morning ? A. I went I in 
his car, he took me. 

Q. Did you subsequently— 

Mr. Moore: Strike that out. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you on that day again see a 
of these men who had beaten up the man near your hous| 

A. No, I wasn’t home all day. 

Q. What time did you get home that day? A. 6:30—loi 
5:30. 

Q. Did you see any of those men the next day? A. 
saw them that evening after I got home. 

Q. Where did you, where were they when you saw then}]? 
A. Over at the corner. 

Q. Did you speak to them at all? A. Certainly, I told 
them what I thought. I 

Q. What did you say to them? A. Well, I tojd 

7474 them that they had no right to interfere with Han 1 
going to work. 

Q. Is that all? A. That is all I said to them. 

Q. What did they say, or any of them say? A. Well, they 
just laughed at me. 

Q. Didn’t they say anything at all, but laugh? A. No, 
they didn’t say nothing to me. 

Q. Well, now, do you remember anything that happenefl 
the next day, Tuesday? A. Well, no, I wasn’t home, II 
went to work at 6:30 and my son stayed away for a weejs 
from the house. 

Q. Did you stay home every night that week? A. Ye 
I was home every night, except when I went to work an 
came home. 

Q. Now, but your son, you say, was not home at nighjt 
that week? A. No, he wouldn’t come back home, he wa.| 
afraid to come home at night. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the last may go out. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Have you met, since that time, any} 
of those men who beat up the man? A. Sure, I meet them} 
every day. 

Q. Have you had any conversations with them 

7475 since that time? A. No, they don’t speak to me nor 
Harry, either one. 
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Q. You mean they won’t speak to Harry? A. They 
won’t speak to Harry nor they don’t speak to me. 

Q. Do you know whether or not the man whom you saw 
beaten was badly injured ? A. No, I couldn’t say that. 

Q. You say he went down by your house? A. Holding 
his jaws. 

Q. How, what do you mean by holding his jaws? A. 
Well, he was holding his hands up to his jaws, moaning, 
going past the house. 

Q. He had both hands up on— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On his jaws? A. l T es. 

Mr. Moore: Your witness. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner, as incompe¬ 
tent, irrelevant and immaterial. There has been no identi¬ 
fication of any kind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will reserve ruling on it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, do you want the names of the people? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t particularly want 
them. 

7476 Mr. Moore: I mean, if you want them, you can 
have them. 

Mr. Shawe: Certainly we want them. 

Mr. Moore: You can elicit it on cross-examination, if 
you want it. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us, please, Mr.— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, just a moment, Mr. Moore, 
is this direct, I mean, are you going to ask these questions? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, he says he wants it; I am not going to 
have the evidence excluded. If you want it, you can have it. 
I don’t consider it material in any way, shape or form, that 
is why I didn’t ask it, but if you want it, if they don’t want 
to elicit it on cross-examination, before I will let you strike 
it out, I will bring in the evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is entirely up to the 
attorneys. 

Mr. Moore: Well, but, you have reserved ruling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: And, you have reserved your ruling, appar¬ 
ently, to be determined by the question whether or not this 
woman knew who those men were. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That might have some bearing 
on it. 
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7477 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us, Mrs. 
O’Neill, who these four men, who were these fc^ur 

men, four of the five men you saw, beat up the man? A. 
Well, I can’t say that first name. 

Q. You can’t say that? A. You have got it, that Italian. 
Q. Well, give me his last name. A. Well, haven’t you got 
it on paper? I haven’t got it, I don’t know his last nahie, 
I can’t say it. I know him. 

Q. Well, do you have any paper or anything, could ylou 
look at anything, do you have anything by which you could 
refresh your memory ? A. No, I have his name at home. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, do you know his last name, 
Mrs. O’Neill, I mean, can you have any idea of it? 

The Witness: No, I can’t say his last name. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s go on with the otheis, 
then, Mr. Moore, unless you have something that might re¬ 
fresh the lady’s testimony. 

Mr. Moore: W 7 ell, I have cards, she gave me his name 
when she talked to me and I wrote it down and got the card. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: W 7 cll, as I said in thjis 

7478 hearing since the first day it started, anything cdn 
refresh a witness’ testimony from the morning paptir 

up to a time table, or anything you have, it does not mal^e 
any difference, in my opinion, who wrote the cards, it is a 
question whether— 

The "Witness: I wrote it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Whether the paper will refresh 
the witness’ memory. 

Mr. Moore: At the time she showed me the name on a 
piece of paper, which she had in her bag. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mrs. O’Neill just said that sh^ 
wrote the card. 

The Witness: I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I said if you have that, Mr. 
Moore, and care to show it to her— 

Mr. Moore: No, I haven’t, I gave it back to her, I wrote 
down on a slip of paper the name that she gave me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That might refresh her mem|- 
ory. I don’t want to, in other words, I don’t, Mr. Moord,, 
want to put this witness to the inconvenience of comini 
back here for something that can be so simply determine^. 
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Mr. Moore: Let’s get the other names first and then— 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) Tell me the other names. A. One 
was Louis Barclay. 

7479 Mr. Rose: I can’t hear you. 

The Witness: Louis Barclay. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) B-a-r-c-l-a-y? A. One was Pete 
Sedlmever. 

Q. Do you happen to know, is that Sedlmever? 

Mr. Rose: S-e-d? 

Mr. Moore: S-e-d-l-m-e-y-e-r, and she says his name, 
his first name was Pete, P-e-t-e. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go right ahead. 

The Witness: Then that other name, I don’t know his 
name right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, would you say what it sounds 

like? A. I can’t say the foreign names. 

Q. Well, just say what the last name sounds like. A. I 

can’t sav that. 

* 

Q. Can you say it as you have said it to me? A. No, I 
had those two down on paper when I saw you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, Mr. Moore, may I 
suggest this, simply call the names, if you have them, to 
the witness’ attention. Now, if you recognize the names, 
Mrs. O’Neill, say so, and if you are not sure of the names, 
why, just tell us you are not sure. In other words, Mr. 
Moore will tell you the names, if you think they are the 
names, tell us. 

7480 The Witness: Well— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, will you tell me first, 
1 want to be sure that I can get the best identification pos¬ 
sible from Mrs. O’Neill; do you know where the men worked 
or whether or not they were working or had been working 
at that time? A. Well, they worked in the car shop, all 
but one. 

Q. And which of the four did not work in the car shop? 
A. Well, that Pete Sedlmever did not work nowhere. 

Q. Well, now— 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, she had a piece of paper 
which she showed me with those two names written on it. 
The Witness: Them is the only two I don’t remember. 
Mr. Moore: This one is the way she had it, here is the 
piece of paper. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s all right. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, those are the two. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, I show you a piece 
of paper, just handed me by Mr. Moore, counsel for the 
respondents, and ask you whether after looking at that you 
can now tell us the names of any others other than you 
have told us about? 

(The document was passed to the witness.) 

The Witness: That is Vavrek. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell it? 

7481 The Witness: V-a-v-r-e-k. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anv others? 

* 

Mr. Moore: She can’t read my writing. 

The Witness: Well, it is C~o—I can’t read it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: L-i-g-o-t-t-i ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oosimo? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the second name? 

Mr. Moore: It is Cosimo Ligotti, and Vavrek, at leas 
that’s the way it looks to me. 

The Witness: Yes, it is. An Italian woman wrote that 
there last word. 

Mr. Moore: I didn’t get that. 

Mr. Rose: What was that Cosimo name, I didn’t get it 

Mr. Moore: If I may state, strike it out if you please, 
it can’t affect this witness: This morning from my home. 
I guess I can call it home now, I telephoned to the office 
and gave them the names which Mrs. O’Xeill had given to 
me, not knowing what the first names were, and asked for 
the time cards describing only the men, three of them as 
working in the car shop. I was handed here, after I came 
to the hearing this morning, four cards, one of them being 
Mrs. O’Neill’s son, his name is Harry William. 

7482 The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: On the card, showing that he worked 
in the car shop. The other, the second one is John Vavrek, 
and that is the spelling, that is the spelling that Mrs. 
O’Neill gave to me last night, and he also was in the car 
shop. 
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The third one she has named is Louis L. Barclay, B-a-r- 
c-l-a-y. He is also shown in the car shop. The other one is 
Cosimo, C-o-s-i-m-o, Ligotti, L-i-g-o-t-t-i, and he also is in 
the car shop. 

I gave them all—wait a minute—perhaps I am incorrect 
in that. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Moore: No, he is not in the car shop, the last one, 
I am mistaken, he is not in the car shop. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, 1 don’t think we need this on the 
record, do we? 

Mr. Moore: He is not working at the present time. 

Mr. Rose: Was that on the record? I don’t think we need 
that on the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t think it should be 
in the record. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the last statement I made should cor¬ 
rect, because Mrs. O’Neill testified that she knew he 

7483 was not working and this card shows that while he 
had been— 

Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Moore: 1 was only trying to correct my own state¬ 
ment. Strike it out, if you please, I did not want to have 
my own statement inaccurate. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the statement from the record. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, leave it in, after all, it is 
only a statement of counsel and it is not under oath, it is 
not taken for anything other than what it is. 

Mr. Moore: Were you through? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: May I ask. you, please, one more question ? 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any of these men, any of them, 
live in your neighborhood? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do they all? A. All but one. 

Q. Which is the one? A. That Italian, he doesn’t live up 
our way. 

Q. Have you known these men, I believe you called them 
boys, for some time? A. Ever since they were born. 

7484 Q. Can you tell me how old they were, all except 
the Italian? A. Well, no, they are around twenty- 

three or twenty-four years old. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The motion to strike is denied. 
Any cross, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, I have a few questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know the name of the man you 
say you saw beaten on that Monday? A. I do not. 

Q. Prior to the Monday you referred to did you ever 
speak to Louis Barclay that you have named here? A. 
When? 

Q. Prior to the Monday you referred to? A. No. 

Q. You never spoke to him? A. No. 

Mr. Moore: Now, just a minute, I don’t know that voi|ir 
question is clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

Mr. Moore: I think that “prior to” may not be clear. 
Mr. Rose: Do you understand my question? 

7485 The Witness: You asked me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mrs. O’Neill—will yo 
repeat the question. 


(The reporter read the last question as above set forth. 


The Witness: Not after that, T haven’t spoken to him. 

Mr. Moore: She doesn’t understand the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Mr. Rose: Well, all right. i 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you say that you saw this marj 
beaten on Monday morning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now’, prior to that Monday morning—I withdraw that.j 

Before that Monday morning had you ever spoken to 
the man you have said has the name of Louis Barclay? 

Mr. Moore: At any time. 

The Witness: At all the times I always spoke to him until 
then. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) On that Monday did you know his 
name? A. Sure, I knew’ him. 

Q. Prior to that Monday had you ever spoken to him 
about the strike of the employees at the Bethlehem plant? 
A. No. 

Q. Now, w’hich one of the men that you have 
7486 named, did you mean when you referred to an Ital¬ 
ian? A. I don’t understand that question. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: You said one of the men was 
Italian ? 

The Witness: He was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which one was that, that is, you 
have given us the names of four men; now which one of 
those men did you refer to as an Italian ? 

The Witness: Well, that there Italian name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, which one is that? 

The Witness: That was the first name. I can’t tell you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that Ligotti? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. The rest isn’t Italians. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) On Monday, did you know the name of 
the man you called Ligotti? A. Sure, I knew him. 

Q. Had you known—how long had you known that man? 
A. Well, for about a year and a half. He came up there. 

Q. How did you learn his name? A. Just by, out at the 
corner there when I would pass to the store. 

Q. When do you mean ? A. Well, I went in and out the 
store and he stood around there with the boys and 
7487 talked and then spoke to me, I did not know him per¬ 
sonally at all. 

Q. Do you mean on the Monday when the incident you 
have described occurred? 

Mr. Moore: Why, I don’t think, Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: Oh, no, that was before. 

Mr. Moore: That is quite a fair question— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

The Witness: 1 knew him that Monday that you asked 
about, I had known him a year and a half. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Can you tell us how you learned that 
man’s name? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, don't let’s go over it. 

The Witness: Why, ] — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tho witness told us. 

The Witness: I know his name by people calling him. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner,— 

The Witness: By name. 

Mr. Moore: Let it stand, she has said once as near as she 
could— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, even lawyers ought to as¬ 
sume that people know a few elementary things. 
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The Witness: Yes, by being called outside, that thfir 
knowing people— 

7488 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is your son working at the pres¬ 
ent time? A. Sure, he is working in another pla<pe, 

though, not in the mill. 

Q. Where does he work now? A. For Harris-Boyer. 
Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Mr. Moore: Nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, Mrs. O’Neill, thai^k 
you. Did you want a recess? 

Mr. Ford: Wait just a second until he gets back if y^u 
don’t mind. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Robert L. Wissinger. 

(Witness excused.) 

Robert L. Wissinger a witness called by and on belia f 
of the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examineld 
and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you please state your full name 
and spell it so that the record can be accurate? A. Robeit 
L. Wissinger. R-o-b-e-r-t L-o-n-g W-i-s-s-i-n-g-e-r. 

Q. Now, Mi-. Wissinger, will you please speak 

7489 little louder? 

Mr. Shawc: Would you mind giving me his name 
Mr. Broun: His name is Robert Long Wissinger. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What is your address, Mr. Wissinger 
A. 542 Summit Avenue, Ferndale. 

Mr. Shawe: Speak a little louder, will you please? 

The Witness: 542 Summit Avenue, I’erndale. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is Ferndale a part of the City o 
Johnstown or not? A. No, it is a boro by itself. 

Q. Where is it with reference to the City of Johnstown? 
A. Why, it is right on the outskirts of it, right along the 
river, you know, the river divides the city and the boro. 

Q. So that the city is on one side and the boro is on the 
other? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know when the strike among the employees of 
the Cambria plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company began? 
A. The first I heard of it was June 11th. 
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Q. Do you know at what time of the day or night it began? 
A. No, I couldn’t tell the exact time, when I first heard it, 
it was possibly ten or a quarter after ten at night. 

7490 Q. Were you employed in the forepart of June, 
June 11th and before that date? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is of the year 1937? A. 1937. 

Q. By whom were you employed? A. Bethlehem Steel. 
Q. Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany in Johnstown. 

Q. Were you employed here in the Cambria plant? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. In what part of the plant did you work? A. Wheel 
plant. 

Q. Where is the wheel plant located with reference to 
your home in Ferndale? A. Well, it is about seven miles 
apart, the wheel plant, is at the far end of Franklin. 

Q. What was your occupation, your job, what did you do? 
A. Die assembler. 

Mr. Shawe: Die setter? 

The Witness: Assembler. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Assembler. 

The Witness: Assembler, a-s-s-e-m-b-l-e-r. 

7491 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you work on Thursday, 
June 10th, which is the day prior or the day before 

you say you first heard of the strike? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember what hours you worked on that 
day? A. Eleven to seven, night turn. 

Q. Eleven to seven? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is eleven p. m. to seven a. m.? A. Seven a. m. 
in the morning. 

Q. That means that you finished the turn, does it, on 
Friday, June 11th? A. Yes, sir. 

The Witness: That is my way of talking, I am sorry. 
(Witness made this remark to the Trial Examiner.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you work on the evening of Fri¬ 
day, June 11th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The same turn ? or not ? A. Same turn, eleven to seven. 
Q. And, how about Saturday, the next day? A. Same 
turn, eleven to seven. 

Q. What entrance to the wheel plant is the—A. Wheel 
plant. 
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Q. What entrance to the wheel plant did you use in going 
to and coming from your work? A. The wheel plant 

7492 gate. 

Q. Was it your— 

Mr. Broun: Strike that out, Mr. Reporter. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you always use that gate in going 
to and coming from work? A. I always used that way. 

Q. Can you tell me what route you used in going to and 
coming from work generally? You don’t have to tell me 
every street, for seven miles, but—A. Well, I generally 
rode. 

Q. From your home to work, just tell me the streets }|ou 
went over. A. I generally rode with another man, the name 
is Walter Halsey and walked up Summit Avenue and met 
him at the far end of Franklin Street. 

Q. Now, can you tell me how you spell that name? A. 
W-a-l-t-e-r. H-a-l-s-e-y. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, I don’t like to keep interrupt¬ 
ing, but couldn’t the witness speak a little louder? 

The Witness: That is my natural tone. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Just step it up a little bit, if you 
A. I will try to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Instead of talking, yell fbr 

7493 a change. 

Mr. Rose: May I have the last answer read ? 

The Witness: Yes, all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat the last question aikd 
answer. 

(The reporter read the last question and answer as above 
set forth.) 


1 * 


Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, will you continue, Mr. Wi 
singer, and tell me what way you went to work and lef 
A. I always met him there, met him there at the cornei’, 
got in his car and then we always came in Franklin Street 
and then we cut across one of the bridges, it is different 
every morning, we would use— 

Q. Y^ou mean Franklin Street into Johnstown? A. Info 
Johnstown, sometimes we would cross the street, go ovelr 
to Horner Street, sometimes we would go over into Horne^, 
down in that way which would bring us into Center Streej, 
up to the Gautier mills into Wood vale, up through Frank¬ 
lin into the Wheel plant. 
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Q. When you got up to Center Street, I believe you said. 
A. Center Street. 

Q. By the Gautier mills, from there on, did you or did you 
not use the same streets each day? A. I always used the 
same streets. 

Q. The same streets in Woodvale, Franklin to the 

7494 Wheel plant? A. The same streets to the Wheel 
plant, it is the direct route. 

Q. Now, you have told us you worked on Saturday, June 
12th, 1937. When did you next go to work, if you went 
to work? A. June 14th, the following Monday. 

Q. That was Monday, you say? A. Monday, yes. 

Q. Do you remember what hours you—A. I was to work 
seven to three, daylight. 

Q. Did you use or did you not use the same route that 
morning that you had on other mornings? A. We used 
the same route that morning; going to work. 

Q. Were you or were you not with Mr. Halsey? A. I 
was with Mr. Halsey. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell me what, if anything, you did 
and saw and heard on your way to work that morning? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, the question 
is too vague and too broad. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that the ques¬ 
tion is one directed to a particular turn, route, place, it is 
perfectly specific. 

Mr. Shawe: What you saw and what you heard, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s put one word in 

7495 there, “unusual,” because that doesn’t make any 
difference. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Wissinger, if you understand the 
question as the Examiner has amended it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If there is anything out of the 
ordinary, tell us about it. 

The Witness: Yes, I will. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand it? 

The Witness: Yes. We started to work in the morning,— 
well, to begin back a little further, we had heard of the 
trouble, see, about the strike. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what they heard about it, Mr. 
Examiner. I make a motion it be stricken. It is unrespon¬ 
sive to the question. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me it is per¬ 
fectly— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let it stand. 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t hear your ruling— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Wissinger. A. Well, 
I got in the car with him that morning, we went on through 
our usual route, we got up over there, by Gautier, there was 
an unusually large crowd of men there, up at the Franklin 
gate, there were a few men standing around and when we 
were going in through Franklin, there was a Chevrolet car, 
coach, I took it to be, coach or a sedan, I couldn’t tell, looked 
at it from the back, pulled from the curb in front of 

7496 us. Well, it wasn’t so much unusual about him, as 
he kept on going just fast enough, we thought he 

was going to work, but when we started into the, up the 
road to go into the gate, there I would say was possibly 
seventy-five or a hundred men. 

Well, this car pulled up and he stopped in the middle of 
the gate. These men, they didn’t pay much attention to this 
car, but they came back to us, which we had slowed up, but 
Walter says, “There is enough room between him and the 
curb for me to go through.” 

So, he started through and these men all surged back, 
and he had to stop, because they came in the front, it jwas 
only a small space to get through, and so, when he stopped, 
he left his car set in low gear, and the men came back hnd 
the one man came as though to open the door to talk to him, 
and some one in the crowd yelled, “Why, fool with him, 
why not upset him and be done with it.” 

So, they grabbed ahold of the back end and, since it is 
a four passenger Buick coupe, about a ’31 model, it is prcjtty 
heavy and they tried to lift the back end, but they couldjn’t 
do it, so he said, “Well, if they take that attitude, we mihht 
as well go on through,” and he left the clutch in and fed it 
a little gas. 

Of course, it couldn’t go right away, they w^re 

7497 holding the back end up some, but the jar and jhe 
motor jerking, they left it down and we went Ion 

through the crowd. 

Well, when we started, some one started to yell, 1 couldn’t 
say who it was, but they just sort of boo’d, like, you knew, 
and then they started to throw rocks and stones and what¬ 
ever I guess they could get hold of. 
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Mr. Shawe: I object to what lie guess they were doing 
there, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: Oh, Mr. Examiner, I consent to the phrase 
whatever he guessed they threw, may go out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, tell us what they threw and 
what happened. A. 'Well, it is a four passenger coupe, as 
I stated, there are two windows on each side, the two back 
windows were broken out by half bricks, and then the back 
window, directly at the back window was smashed by a half 
brick, and the other, another half of brick came through and 
got me on the back of the neck, and knocked me again’ the 
windshield, which I have the scar back there to prove. 

Q. What was the last remark? 

Mr. Shawe: I make a motion to strike what he has got to 
prove, Mr. Examiner, j 

7498 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead. A. So then we went on 
into the wheel plant and there was, they took us into the 
dispensary there and tried to fix our cuts up. Walter had 
been hurt through this flying glass, he had been cut in the 
back of the head,—I don't know how bad, I seen some blood 
on there—and they took us into the dispensary there and 
fixed us up the best they could, and Walter,—I don’t know 
just what became of him; then we started to go to our own 
jobs, and my neck kept bleeding, they couldn’t seem to 
stop it. 

So, T judge it was about two hours afterwards they said 
they would take me down to the lower dispensary, that is 
down there at Washington Street, and have it stopped 
there, so they called a jitney. The jitney came up and got 
me and we started down. 

Well, on the road out, there was two men standing at the 
gate. There were a few other fellows, but these two I knew 
in particular. One is known as Irving Thomas, and the 
other one was Cecil Berkebile. 

Q. How do you spell those names? A. I-r-v-i-n-g 
T-h-o-m-a-s, and the other one was Cecil,—I can’t spell the 
first name “Cecil”, the last name is B-e-r-k-e-b-i-l-e. 

7499 Q. The first name is spoiled like what ? A. Cecil is 
his first name, but I can’t spell it, and they came 
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running over and they said, “It is a damn pity they didn’t 
cut your head clean off.” 

Now, so, the fellow that was driving the jitney told me, 
he said, “You better not try to come back.” I had prom¬ 
ised Mr. O’Leary that I would come back, that is, th0 as¬ 
sistant superintendent. So, he said, “You better not try 
to go back.” And he says, “I will take you.” 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. Will you please raise your 
voice and go a little slower, please ? 

Mr. Rose: I haven’t heard what the witness said. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you talk a little louder, Mr. ^Vis- 
singer, please, so every one can hear you? A. Well,| we 
started, we went down, he said, “Well, we will not go down 
the usual way, we will go over through Conemaugh and up 
that way and come over in through Prospect.” 

Mr. Shawe: Who said this ? 

The Witness: The fellow that was driving the jitney. He 
seemed, he said he didn’t want to take me down, because, 
through the usual route, because there was too many dc|wn 
there. 

7500 Mr. Rose: I move to strike this conversation, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that when the 
witness is trying to tell us about it, he should not be inter¬ 
rupted. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, this sounds like a fairy t^le 
to me. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, Mr. Shawe can inves¬ 
tigate whether it is a fairy tale or not on cross-examiha- 


tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, on the way down, we got over to 
Conemaugh, I can’t name you the street, because I doiji’t 
know them. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that what is generally known las 


East Conemaugh? A. No, that is Conemaugh Boro, it is a 
place of its own. A fellow standing on the street corner, I 
have worked with him, I am still working with him, by the 
name of Thomas Briggs,— 

Mr. Shawe: How do you spell the last name? 

The Witness: B-r-i-g-g-s. I looked over, I says, “Hi yuh, 
Tommie”? 
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And the answer he gave me was in profane lan- 

7501 guage. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did he say? 

The Witness: I don’t care to speak it out loud. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might we— 

(At this point counsel came up to the Trial Examiner’s 
table where the witness was located.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell us what the man Briggs 
said? A. He told me, 4 ‘Go to hell you God damn scabby 
bastard,” that is the answer that T got when I hollered 
over and said, “How are you, Tommy?” 

Q. Is that all of that conversation? A. That is all of 
that. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank vou. 

* i 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, will you please continue, Mr. 
Wissinger, and tell us what else, if anything, happened? A. 
Well, they went on down to this, the dispensary there, they 
took me on down and fixed my neck up there, and from 
there I went on home. 

Q. Went where? A. T went on home from the Washing¬ 
ton Street dispensary. 

Q. Can you tell us what was done in fixing you up at the 
dispensary there on Washington Street before you say you 
went home? A. Well, they took the bandage off they had 
put on up at the wheel plant and put some kind of 

7502 salve or something on and then they bandaged it 
back up. 

Q. Now, you stated, I believe— correct me if I am wrong 
—that when you got to the wheel plant entrance that morn¬ 
ing, men came over to the car? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where were those men when you first saw them? A. 
Oh, they were sort of scattered around all over the street 
there, like when we first saw them. 

Q. Where were they with reference to the entrance? A. 
They were right across the entrance like, they weren’t in 
their rotation or anything, they were just standing in 
groups all through there. 

Q. Do you know how many there were? A. Well, I would 
judge between seventy-five and a hundred. 

Mr. Shawe: Have you finished with that incident with 
reference to the automobile? 
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Mr. Broun: No, I am not, Mr. Shawe, 1 have not. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I wasn’t quite clear, Mr. Wissin^er, 
as to just how you received this injury on the back of your 
neck. Will you explain that in a little more detail? A. 
Well,— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, he has already explained it 
to us, the record is perfectly clear. 

7503 Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there anything to aidd 
to what you have told us ? 

The Witness: Not a thing. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if I may so, I believe that a 
perusal of the record will show that a brick got him in ^he 
neck. Now, I would like to know what he meant by that] 

Mr. Shawe: I think that is perfectly clear, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know what I think it meaijis, 
but, go ahead. 

What did you mean by that expression? 

The Witness: Why, there was half a brick throw’ll ty 
some one came through the back end of the car and ijit 
me in the back of the neck. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And cut your neck, did it? A. That 
cut my neck. The glass had been broke out by the pre¬ 
vious brick that was thrown. 

Q. Now, I want to be sure, if I can find out, Mr. Wissin- 
ger, just ■what you have referred to as Conemaugh Boro. 
Can you tell me where it is located with respect to John¬ 
stown? A. Well, it is a little boro at the upper end of tt|e 
city, that is all of its own. It is across from Franklin Borb, 
across the river. 

7504 Q. Is it across the river, you say, from Frankli 
Boro or—A. Across the river from Franklin Bor 

Q. Can you tell me how, from the wheel plant entranc^, 
you got to Conemaugh Boro, what route was taken? A- 
Well, we, after we left the entrance, we came down, I don’t 
know the names of those streets, but we came dowm thb 
street that we always came down until we come to a red 
light. There we made a right hand turn. 

Q. Was that in Franklin Boro? A. That is in Franklin 
Boro. 

Q. Yes. A. We made a right hand turn and went across 
the bridge, there is a bridge that crosses the railroad and 
the river, and we crossed over into the Boro. 
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Q. That got you into what you call Conemaugh Boro? A. 
Oh, that got us into Conemaugh Boro. 

Q. And, I believe you said that is a separate town or boro 
from Johnstown, is it? A. That is a separate—yes. 

Q. Well, now, you went home, you say, after leaving the 
dispensary at Washington Street? A. That is right. 

Q. Did you or did you not go back to work at the 

7505 wheel plant thereafter? A. I did not go back to the 
wheel plant. 

Q. Did you go back to work at all? A. I went back to 
w’ork as a Bethlehem watchman. 

Mr. Shawe: Please speak a little louder. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the answer, please, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

7506 Q. Would you tell rue what you did to get that job, 
if you did anything? A. Well, I went up and the 

first I heard about it was that there was an opening, I went 
over to see a fellow that had worked in the wheel plant 
to see if he was working, and I did not see him, but his 
Dad was home and his Dad told me that his son— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what his dad told him, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, it is entirely immaterial. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is a part of the background 
of what this man did and it is competent to show his state 
of mind and why he took certain action with respect— 
Mr. Shawe: I submit that is a little too broad and vague— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it in subject to objec¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Broun: Go ahead, please, Mr. Wissinger. 

The Witness: Well, 1 asked him where his son was and 
he said he was working with the Bethlehem watchmen, that 
they were putting some men on, so I had my application in 
for that job about two years. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) For a job as a watchman, you mean? 
A. For a job as a watchman, so I went down and saw Mr. 
Bergmann and he says, “I have an opening,” he 

7507 says, “if you get a transfer from your present fore¬ 
man I will give you a job.” 

So I left from there and I went to the Wheel Plant, asked 
Mr. Wright for a transfer, for a transfer and he gave it 
to me. 
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Q. Who is Mr. Wright? A. He is the general mill fore¬ 
man. 

Q. Was he your foreman? A. He wasn’t my direct fore¬ 
man. 

Q. Your general mill foreman? A. General mill forem 
Q. I see, go ahead. A. So lie gave me a transfer and fr 
there I went back and saw Mr. Bergmann and he gave 
the job. 

Q. Now, do you remember when that was, what date? 
Well, I am not certain of the date, but I believe that 
the 17th. 

Q. Of June? A. June, last. 

Q. 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you receive any instructions as a watchman 
not? A. The instructions 1 received was, as I was goijng 
on there as a watchman, I was to watch for broken 

7508 gas lines, broken water lines, anything pertained jto 
safety, fire equipment, see, that they were all rigjit, 

fire extinguishers were full, anything that would harm 
man, anything that might fall or anything dangerous, I w| 
to report that in, see that it was fixed. 

Q. And you were to look for that where? A. All throu 
the mill on Bethlehem property only. 

Q. Will vou tell me whether or not vou wore a uniforr 
A. Yes. 

Q. Will you describe generally what your uniform co 
sisted of? A. I wore leggings, breeches, and a shirt, a p 
lice shirt, a cap, a police cap. 

Q. Can you tell mo what equipment you carried, if an 
A. I carried a stick, or a mace. 

Q. A mace? A. A mace, I guess you would call it. 

Q. Did you have any other equipment or any other parts 
of a uniform? A. Well, I carried a blackjack which I 
bought for my own use, I bought that myself, it wasn’t is¬ 
sued to me. 

Q. Did you carry a pistol or any arms, shot, any fire¬ 
arms? A. No, sir. 

Q. You did not? A. No, sir. 

7509 Q. Were you assigned to any particular place tlo 
work as a watchman? A. Well, there was a parkin 

lot at No. 20 Steam Station, that is along River Avenue, 
was assigned there to patrol that lot, to watch those car L 
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Q. What gate*, it* any, is that parking lot near? A. Well, 
it is the time office gate, I j worked out of, it is about half 
way between the time office gate and the Upper Franklin 
gate, that is about half way. 

Q. Where do the cars that are parked in that lot come 
into the plant? A. The time office gate. 

Q. Is that the gate which is sometimes known as the Cam¬ 
bria City gate, 1 mean the Lower Franklin gate? A. Yes, 
I believe it is. 

Q. Now, have you told us all the instructions you re¬ 
ceived as a watchman ! A. As far as I know, I have. 

Q. Did you receive any special instructions with refer¬ 
ence to pickets ? A. Well, we were told, we had, we was told 
while on duty we was to stay on Bethlehem property and 
not molest any one outside. We had no— 

Q. That was all, was it ? A. That was all. 

7510 Q. Well, now, will you just describe, Mr. Wissin- 
ger, please, what you did in the performance of your 

duties as a watchman there at this parking lot to which 
you were assigned? A. Well, it was mostly just watch 
through the parking lot that no one stole anything off the 
cars, or anything, but our main part came in at the change 
of shifts. 

Q. What did you do then? A. Where we had to park the 
cars, it usually took two or three hours out of your eight- 
hour turn or twelve-hours, whichever it was. 

Q. By parking the cars, do you mean that you actually 
got in the car and drove it to a place? A. No. 

Q. What do you mean ? j A. Well, on down you had your 
lots and you knew how the cars were supjjosed to be in. 
Well, as the drivers brought the cars in, you showed them 
where to put it and how close you wanted it. 

Q. Did you have any way of keeping more cars from 
coming to park than the lot would hold? A. No— 

Mr. Sliawo: Mr. Examiner, this is all very interesting, 
but I fail to see its materiality. 

7511 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Sliawe: It is very immaterial. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is a description of what 
this man’s duties were and his operations were during the 
strike in the performance of his duties as a watchman. 
I understand an attack has been made in this case upon the 
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action of watchmen employed by Bethlehem Steel Company 
during the strike. Tt is pertinent to the issue, in my opin¬ 
ion. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to the remark “at¬ 
tack”. No one lias attacked anybody. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will Board's counsel please ex¬ 
amine paragraph 14 of the complaint? 

Mr. Broun: I had forgotten the number, Mr. Examiner, 
but that is the paragraph to which I referred. 

Mr. Shawe: I have examined it, Mr. Examiner, but I 
still object to the remark “attack”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is that— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, in my opinion, a charge of a 
violation of law through the use of men employed as watch¬ 
men is an attack. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The Labor Board does not at¬ 
tack, it complains. 

Mr. Broun: Well, very well, I will consent to the language 
used by yourself, sir. 


7512 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is the language. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, that will cure my objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, will you continue, please, Mir. 
Wissinger, to tell us anything else which you did in th^ 
performance of your duties on that parking lot, if you hav^ 
not already told us everything? A. Well, we parked th£ 
cars, you know, we would tell them where we wanted theii 
and how close we wanted them until we had the lots full!, 
then we would call the time office gate and tell them we had 
no room for any more cars, and of course they would quif 
sending them up to us. 

Well, then, you stayed there until the shift that was quit¬ 
ting started home and there was a crossing there, that is 
a railroad crossing, the Conemaugh and Black Lick, crossed 
over this road. 

Well, you had to watch that crossing until those outgoing' 
cars was all out, and then after that you went back into the 
mill and continued your patrolling duties. 

Q. By watching the crossing, what do you mean you did? 
A. Well, you stood there and watched, so as to see if there 
was trains coming or anything. 
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Q. So that you could warn the cars? A. If any trains 
were coming you had to hold them up until the train 

7513 got through. 

Q. Now, how long, if you remember, did you work 
as a watchman at that parking lot? A. Well, one month, 
as far as I can remember. 

Q. Now, did you continue to work as a watchman after 
that, after you finished working at the parking lot? A. I 
worked about three months and a half after that as a watch¬ 
man. 

Q. And where did you work as a watchman during those 
three months and a half? A. I worked sort of all around, 
1 had no regular place to work, I was all over the mills from 
one end, that is one end of Franklin to the other. 

Q. But in—A. In the grounds. 

Q. In the mill? A. On the grounds. 

Q. On the property of the company or not? A. All on the 
company, the property of the company, yes. 

Q. Now, will you describe, please, what you did, just gen¬ 
erally, in performing your duties as a watchman at that 
time through the mill? A. Well, we just walked through 
and watched, we knew about where all the lire extinguishers 
was and we checked over all those, checked our gas 

7514 lines, and as we went through and the water lines, 
electric wires, and stuff, just over in general to watch 

for safety of the men. 

Q. Well, now, did you continue to work as a watchman 
after that period of three and a half months? A. No, I 
transferred back to my old job in the wheel plant. 

Q. Will you tell me just what happened in connection 
with your transfer back to the job in the wheel plant? A. 
Well, I was going around the mill and I heard some talk 
through the men that they were going to lay a few off, that 
there was going to be some lay-offs in the mill. 

Q. Do you mean by that, lay-offs of watchmen or lay¬ 
offs—A. Well, lay-offs generally. 

Q. Generally? A. All over, all through the mills. Now, 
the way I got it, they only allowed one watchman to every 
so many men, so I knew I was just a newcomer on the force. 

Q. On the watchmen’s force, you mean? A. On the watch¬ 
men’s force, and I thought I had better go back to my old 
job where I had my old standing, so I— 
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Mr. Shawe: I object to what he thought, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, whit 

7515 he thought is competent to show his state of minld 
and why he took the actions to which he has testified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Weil, he has already told us 
about it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Wissinger; what did 
you do then? A. Well, I went up and saw Mr. Bergmann 
and told him I would like to go back. Then I went up and 
saw Mr. Wright. He said, “Your job is here if you want 
it back.” 

Q. Yes. A. So I told him, I said, “I am willing to come 
back, I want to come back to my old job.” And I told Mr. 
Bergmann and he says, “All right, you are released, you 
can go back to your old job.” 

Q. And did you go back to your old job, did you? A. I 
went back to my old job. 

Q. Are you not working at your old job now? A. 1 am 
working at my old job now. 

Q. What is your job? A. Die assembler. 

Q. At the Wheel Plant? A. At the Wheel Plant. 

Q. Now, about what time was it that you transferred from 
the watch force back to your old job? A. November, the 
5th of November. 

7516 Q. 1937? A. 1937. 

Q. Now, I believe that you said that you bought for 
your personal use a blackjack. A. T did. 

Q. Did you ever use it or not? A. No, sir, never had no 
occasion to. 

Q. Did you ever use the mace you carried, or not? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever have occasion to do that? A. No, sir, I 
never had no occasion to use it. 

Q. Now, you mentioned Mr. Wright, whom T believe you 
said was your general plant foreman? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know his first name or initials? A. C. W. 
Wright, I don’t know his first name, his initials is C. W., 
C. W. Wright. 

Q. Is he your general plant foreman now? A. He is gen¬ 
eral plant foreman. 

Q. And he was in June, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike all of the testimony given 
by this witness with reference to the upsetting, the 

7517 attempt to upset this automobile that the witness was 
riding in on a certain day, entirely irrelevant, incom- 

competent, immaterial, no connection shown with anybody. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that the testi¬ 
mony is entirely relevant, competent and material to the 
matters under consideration here. It shows unquestionably 
an attempt to use force on workmen going into a gate at 
the Bethlehem plant during the strike. 

Mr. Shawe: People haven’t been identified, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, the Board is not in a position to rebut this testimony. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has answered all 
competent questions which have been asked him, he has 
indicated no desire or intention of refusing to answer com¬ 
petent questions. The Board has every opportunity to in¬ 
vestigate the facts and circumstances that any one else 
does. The time and place is fixed, and there is no basis in 
law that I know of for refusing to admit testimony on the 
ground that the witness cannot identify persons when he has 
exhausted his recollection as to what happened. If the rule 
which counsel for the Board contends for be correct, it 
means that, labor unions can, under the cloak of anonymity 
do anvthing which thov choose bv wav of interfering with 
workmen in the exercises of their constitutional right to 
go to work, or that anybody else, whether a labor 

7518 union or otherwise, can do that and that there is no 
way of even showing what happened. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Mr. Shawe: T don’t want to argue the right of labor 
unions, but that has not anything to do with it, this man 
can’t come in here and testify about a lot of men and fail 
to identify them. 

We are not in a position to find out who the men were, 
what they were doing or where they came from. For all 
we know, it may have been men that came— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I understand you ruled? 

Mr. Shawe: Did you rule ? 

Trial Examiner: I started to then, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: For all I know, they were involved in an at¬ 
tempt to upset this automobile, but they may have come 
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from another city, he may have never been in Johnstojvn 
before, that is the way the record stands. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. Motion de¬ 
nied. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know who upset the auto¬ 
mobile? A. It wasn’t upset. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Broun: There is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

7519 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know who attempted 
to upset the automobile? A. No sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I interject, the witness 
answered Mr. Slnuve’s first question almost immediately, 
and I would like him to be cautioned to give me a change 
to object, because there may be some questions to which 
I desire to make objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 think that is a fairly safe as¬ 
sumption, there will be some objections. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you work yesterday in the mill ? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Were you in the hearing room yesterday? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Did you hear the witness, Mr. Wagner, testify this 
morning? A. Yes, sir, if he testified, I don't know the wit¬ 
ness’ name. 

Q. I mean, well, did you hear a witness? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, there is noth¬ 
ing in the record to show that tins witness was in the hear¬ 
ing room this morning, he just testified that he was here 
yesterday. 

Mr. Shawe: He said he was here this morning. 

Mr. Broun: I beg your pardon? 

7520 Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Were vou here this morning. 
A. Yes/ 

Q. You were? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you hear a discussion here about the Woodvale 
parking lot? A. I did. 

Q. Do you know the one that T am referring to? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that. It is be¬ 
yond the scope of the direct examination. The Board has 
closed its case, it has no right to go into matters beyond 
the scope of the direct examination, if it does, it is making 
the witness its own in so doing. The question is leading. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit the Respondents 
brought this witness here and have gone into some length 
into his duties on the parking lot, I am only trying to elicit 
information to find out if he ever worked on the Woodvale 
parking lot. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, that is a proper 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever work at the Woodvale 
parking lot? A. When the Dodson’s World’s Fair Shows 
was here, I worked. : 

7521 A. That is Dodson’s Worlds Fair Shows, I worked 
a week, I will get it after a bit. 

Q. When was that? A. That was in the summer, I don’t 
know, in August, I believe. 

Q. Did you ever work as a watchman there? A. I was on 
watchman duty at that time, yes. 

Q. For the Bethlehem Steel? A. For the Bethlehem 
Steel. 

Q. Does that parking lot belong to the Bethlehem Steel 
Company? A. It does as far as I know, yes. 

Q. It does? A. Yes. 

Q. How long have you been working for the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. Since April, 1929. 

Q. Where did you go to work in April, 1929, in what de¬ 
partment? A. Wheel plant. 

Q. In the wheel plant? A. Yes. 

Q. And is that the same department you are working in 
at the present time? A. It is still the same place, 

7522 yes, sir. 

Q. Have you been working continuously since 
1929? A. All but, not continuously, I have had thirteen 
months off, I was laid off in the depression, 1932. 

Q. Did you ever hear of the Plan of Employee Represen¬ 
tation? A. Yes, sir, I heard of it. 

Q. Do you know what the Plan of Employee Representa¬ 
tion is? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to these questions on 
the ground that they are beyond the scope of the direct ex¬ 
amination, that the Board has closed its case, that it is 
precluded from calling new witnesses, that in asking thdse 
questions it is making this witness its own, that the ques¬ 
tions are unduly leading and improper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Broun: May it be understood that I have a geneial 
objection on the grounds just stated to any questions alopg 
this line? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It mav be so understood. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what it is? A. 1 don’t 
know it, altogether, I never read up fully on it. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I move that the question and 
answer be stricken on the ground that the Plan of Employee 
Representation at the Cambria plant of Bethlehem 

7523 Steel Company was an intervenor in this case, is in 
evidence as an exhibit, and that the question cal^s 

for a conclusion on the part of the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Had you ever referred to the Em¬ 
ployee Representation Plan as a company union? A. No, 
sir, I never heard it called that. 

Q. Did you ever hear any one else call it a company 
union? A. No, sir. 

Q. Don’t you know as a matter of fact it is a company 
union? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, 1 object to that question. The 
question has been answered not three seconds ago by the 
witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you Board’s Exhibit 8 i^i 
evidence and ask you to tell me if you ever saw that before. 

(Board’s Exhibit 8 was passed to the witness.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that question 
should be cleared up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Make that more specific. Did 
you ever see— 

Q. (By Mi-. Shawe) Did you ever see a copy— 

7524 Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever see a docu¬ 
ment like that ? 
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The Witness: I saw one something like that but just 
when, I could not tell you. I saw one something similar 
to that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever receive one something 
similar to Board’s Exhibit S? A. I wouldn’t say I received, 
I saw it in the works. 

Q. Do you remember who showed it to you? A. No, there 
■was no one who showed it in particular, I found it laying 
at my cupboard, my tool cupboard. 

Q. When was that? A. Well that is, I couldn’t say. I 
just don’t know, I don’t remember when I did see it. 

Q. Did you ever vote under the Plan of Employee Repre¬ 
sentation? A. I have. 

Q. You say you found-a copy of something like Board’s 
Exhibit S in your tool cupboard? A. On the top of my tool 
cupboard. 

Q. What department did you vote in, in March, 1937, if 
you voted in March, 1937? A. 1 voted, as far as I know, 
it was in the wheel plant. 

Q. Did you vote during working hours? A. Yes, 
7525 sir. 

Q. Were you paid for the time consumed in voting? 
A. Well, I suppose, I have a tonnage job. 

Q. Did you vote in 1936? A. As far as I know I voted 
every vear that I have been there that thev have had anv 
one up. 

Q. And every year that you did vote, did you also vote 
in the plant? A. Yes. 

Q. And every year that you voted, did you vote during 
working hours? A. So far as T know. 

Q. Every year that you voted were you paid for the time 
consumed in voting? A. Well, I suppose, I have always had 
a tonnage job. I don't know if they took anything off or 
not, I never asked them, there is times when the mill goes 
down, you know, that you have nothing to do, well, your 
time is your own, then. 

Q. Did you ever join the Plan of Employee Representa¬ 
tion? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to the question, it 
hasn’t been shown that the witness knows what “join” 
means, I don’t. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what I mean when I 


say, “join”? A. Well, that is to belong to so 
thing. 


me- 


7526 

Q. Yes. A. Well, as far as joining it, as paying it 
any money or anything like that, T never have— 

Q. Did you ever— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let him finish his answer. 

The Witness: All I ever did to that, as far as I now, ^as 
vote. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That is all you have done under the 
plan? A. Yes, sir, that is all. 

Q. You never paid any dues? A. I never paid no dues. 

Q. Did you ever attend any meetings? A. Never no 
meetings. 

Q. Did you ever receive notice of any meeting held un(]ler 
the plan? A. Never, I never received any. 

Q. Did any one ever tell you that they were going to have 
a meeting for you to attend? A. No. 

Q. Where did you vote in the wheel plant in March, 19c 7? 
A. Why, it was sort of a vacant office, we used it for a tejm- 
plet room. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that t-e-m-p-l-e-t? 

7527 The Witness: That is right, and in this room thley 
had a booth fixed up and T went in there and you g[ot 

your ballot and went into this booth and marked it, who¬ 
ever you wished to vote for. see, brought it out and put it 
in the ballot box. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who was in the room when you went 
in? A. Well, there is always one man set in there, lie 
handed the ballot out to me. | 

Q. Did he ask you your name when you went in? A. Ijfe 
asked me who I was, I told him. 

Q. Did he ask you for your check number? A. Not that 
I recall, he didn’t. 

Q. Was any one else in the office ? A. He was the only one 
in there that I know of, a couple of times there was a couple 
of us that went in together, another fellow, I would me$t 
some one going down, we would just walk in together. 

Q. Did you ever see Mr. Wright in there? A. No, I never 
did. 

Q. Did he ever use that as his office? A. Not that T know 
of, he never did 
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Q. Do you go by that office every day? A. Going to and 
from work I pass that. 

Q. What is it used for now? A. We still use it as 

7528 a templet room. 

Q. I didn’t get that. A. We still use it as a templet 
room, a room where we hang our templets up, where we 
check our dies and plates with— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is a templet ? 

The Witness: Why, it is a piece of paper or steel, some 
of them is made out of steel, it is made to the shape of 
the plate, that is to be used in a certain die, and if you don’t 
get that right plate in that certain die, why, of course, your 
wheel is wrong. 

Mr. Broun: Will you repeat that? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

7529 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you Board’s Exhibit 
No. 17 in evidence, and ask you to tell me if you have 

ever seen a sign similar to that? 

Mr. Moore: Is that a sign ? 

Mr. Broun: Let’s see it. 

Mr. Shawe: A message. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever see a piece of paper 
like that? 

The Witness: I have saw something similar to that tacked 
on the outside of the door. ; 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Tacked on the outside of what door? 
A. The main door leading into the wheel plant. 

Q. Did you see a sign similar to that posted anywhere 
else? A. That is the only place I saw it. 

Q. Do you remember when you saw it? A. Oh, that has 
been quite a while ago. 

Q. About when, do you have any idea ? A. Oh, I couldn’t 
tell you, less than a guess. 

Q. Do you want to look at the sign, maybe it will refresh 
your memory. A. Thank you. 

(Witness examines exhibit.) 

I see the date on there, but I believe I saw it before 
that. 

7530 Q. You think you saw it before the date that was 
on there? A. I believe I have. 
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Q. You are not sure? A. I am not sure of it. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 42 in evidence, entitled, 
“The Men Who Make Steel,” and ask you did you ever 
receive a copy of that? Take your time in examining it. 
A. All right, surely. 

(Witness examines exhibit.) 

I saw a copy of this book in one of my buddy’s hand^. 

Q. Did you ever receive a copy? A. I never received a 
copy of it. 

Mr. Broun: I am sorry, Mr. Examiner, I didn’t get the 
answer before the last answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read it? 

(The reporter repeated the answer, as requested, as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the one you want? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) "Where was your buddy at the time 
you saw this copy? A. In the "Wheel Plant. 

Q. Did you see some one hand him a copy? A. NoJ I 
did not. 

7531 Q. Did you ever hear of the Bethlehem Review? 

A. I wouldn’t say, I wouldn’t like to say, because 
I don’t believe I have. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 25 in evidence, and ask 
you to tell me if you have ever received any copies of tljie 
Bethlehem Review? A. This, I have never saw. I can’t, 
I never saw any. 

Q. Did you ever receive any—A. I never saw any— 

Q.—issues of the Bethlehem Review, so far as you c^n 
recall? A. Not that I know of. 

Q. Did you see a recent copy of the Bethlehem Re¬ 
view just released the other day ? A. I did not. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, there is noth¬ 
ing in evidence to show anything of the sort and I would 
like to know what Mr. Shawe is talking about. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When was the last pay day— 

Mr. Shawe. I withdraw that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When was the last time you were 
paid? A. Today. 
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Q. You were paid today? A. At the Wheel Plant. 

7532 Q. Where were you paid? A. In the office. 

Q. Whose office? A. Well, I don’t know, I couldn’t 
hardly say, there is clerks sets in there, I don’t believe it 
just really has a name. 

Q. Is that the same office where you voted ? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever get paid in the office where you voted? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you work, last week? A. No, I didn’t. 

Q. You didn’t work last week? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: Last week, no. 

Mr. Broun:—I object to questions along this line, on the 
ground that they are incompetent, irrelevant and immate¬ 
rial, outside the issues of this case. I move that the an¬ 
swer, if one was given, be stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Are you working on a regular basis 
now? I mean— 

Mr. Shawe: Strike that, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you testified that you went 
back to work in the Wheel Plant some time in No- 

7533 vember first, is that correct? A. November first is 
correct. 

Mr. Broun: I am sorry, Mr. Examiner, I didn’t catch 
that question. Would you mind repeating it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many days a week were you 
working in November? A. Why, the first week I worked 
five of, the first week I mean, I had my vacation. 

Q. Yes. A. Well, then the first week to work I worked 
five days and then the following month I got four days a 
week, that is, the following weeks of the month. 

Q. How many days a week a month are you getting now? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like to ask for my 
information, what possible relevancy this can have to the 
issues of the case. He is now speaking of the period of 
time long past the time when the complaint was issued. 

Mr. Shawe: I think it affects— 
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Mr. Broun: I don’t see what it possibly can relate]to, 
what bearing: it can have on anything that this witness has 
testified to on direct examination, or what bearing it can 
possibly have on anything at issue in the case. 

7534 Mr. Shawe: I think it certainly goes to the credi¬ 
bility of the witness, Mr. Examiner. | 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if T understand counsel 
the Board, to say that the number of days a man woi]ks 
goes to his credibility— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may go, I can’t conceive— 

Mr. Moore: Well, it seems to me, Mr. Examiner, if I cjm 
speak, this is not only not pertinent, but it is bad policjy. 
Why is it necessary to show’ up to the w T orld what the per¬ 
centage of operations is of a company, w’here the men are 
working? I mean, if you w’ant to have it, it seems to me jit 
is not only not pertinent, but it is damaging to the countrjy, 
as well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To the country? 

Mr. Moore: God know\s the company would like to ha^e 
the men w’ork six days a w’eek, five days a wreek, whatever 
they w’ant to, if it could. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I can see that it mav affect 
this man’s bias, possibly, his prejudice, his interest, if, for 
instance, it w r ere showm that he is working steadily and 
other men are w’orking one or tw’o days a w r eek, I can con¬ 
ceive that it may have some bearing. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if you want to go into discrimination!, 
if you w’ant to deal with the question of the rules, the prinl- 
ciples w’hich are applied in determining whether a 

7535 man should or should not be laid off, if vou think 
that is pertinent, then I would suggest that you g6 

into it. J 

This certainly is not pertinent. But, it isn’t fair to call 
this witness and undertake by a few questions, to reach a 
conclusion there is discrimination in his favor or against 
him. 

Mr. Shaw’e: I am not trying to reach any conclusion, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: There can’t be any other conclusion, except 
to try to show’, as you have indicated, how r many days he 
has worked and whether he is getting more work than 
somebody else. 
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Mr. Broun: If I may add one thought, Mr. Examiner, the 
number of the days this man worked doesn’t show any¬ 
thing at all about what the number of days other men 
worked. 

Mr. Shawe: I think that I have asked the witnesses what 
number, how many days the other men in this plant were 
working. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness is, on the face of 
it, absolutely incompetent to testify as to that. 

Mr. Shawe: He may tell us, Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Broun: Surely. 

Mr. Shawe: This is cross-examination, Mr. Exam- 

7536 iner. 

Mr. Moore: Well, may I say just one more word? 
Suppose the Wheel Plant is running full. It may well be 
that the company has many orders on its books, or a good 
manv more orders than are found on the books with refer- 
ence to others. 

To show the whole situation, maybe—I don’t know, the 
Wheel Plant may be running full, so far as I know, whereas 
the witness who testified a little while ago from other parts 
of the plant, may have been working only two days a week. 
I can’t see any connection at all. 

Mr. Shawe: I can certainly see a connection, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. I certainly think that it affects the credibility of this 
witness. If I may cite a hypothetical case, I would like to 
call your attention to the fact, suppose this man works in 
the Wheel Plant, he has been working in the Wheel Plant 
for two years, and now he is working five days a week, and 
another man who has been in the Wheel Plant for five 
years, who has got three years’ seniority over this man, 
and he is working in the Wheel Plant two days a week, I 
certainly think it goes to the credibility of the witness, 
shows his bias, his interest. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Shawe: I think it is material. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it can’t be shown by 

7537 this witness, if we are going to have one witness on 
the stand, then call maybe five or six hundred wit¬ 
nesses to test out the fact whether or not others who have 
been employed for the same length of time have been work- 
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ing more or less days a week, we never will get through the 
case, if that is going on. 

Mr. Rose: Well, that is onlv a matter for cross-examina- 
tion, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: But, it is not susceptible to be brought c|ut 
on cross-examination, Mr. Examiner, because this witness 
cannot testify as to how many days other employees in the 
same mill, or other mills, may or may not have worked. 

Mr. Sliawe: He may know, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: He can only know by hearsay, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Mr. Shawe: He worked in the mill, Mr. Examiner, he 
sees these men in the mill every day. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am getting plenty of hearsay. 

Mr. Broun: If he works in the mill, he certainly can’t be 
checking up on how long others work. 

Mr. Shawe: I think we have heard enough of hearsay iln 
the last week, a little bit more won’t hurt. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The "Witness: What was the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat the pending question, j 

7538 (The reporter repeated the pending question as 
above set forth.) 

The Witness: Well— 

Mr. Shawe: I will rephrase the question. 

Mr. Moore: "Which is it? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many days a week have you 
been working since December? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question, it seems to me, 
is impossible of an intelligent answer. He may hav0 
worked one number of days one week and another the next. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, if he has, he can tell us, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Mr. Broun: You didn’t ask him that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean since December first? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: December 31st or what? 

Mr. Shawe: December 1st. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, tell us. 

The Witness: Well, this pay I have drew three days, 
which is one day a week. The last three weeks I have 
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worked one day a week. Before that, I, as far as I can re¬ 
member, I worked three days a week. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When you returned to work in the 
Wheel Plant on November 1st, did any one tell you 

7539 that you had— 

Mr. Shawe: Strike that, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any discussion with 
any one about your seniority rights when you returned to 
work in the Wheel Plant on November 1st? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, what does 
counsel mean by his question, what seniority rights? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what I mean when T 
say seniority rights? 

Mr. Broun: The point is, Mr. Examiner, what does Mr. 
Shawe mean by seniority rights? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you rephrase the ques¬ 
tion. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you testified,—and, if I am 
wrong, please tell me—that you took a job as a watchman 
on June 17th, is that correct? A. As far as I know, that is 
the day. 

Q. Approximately? A. Approximately the 17th or the 
18th, but it was right in there. 

Q. Now, around on November 1st, you went back to work 
in the Wheel Plant, because you had heard that they were 
going to lay off a lot of watchmen? A. No. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is a misquotation 

7540 of the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: I object to the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you hear that they were to lay 
off any men ? A. I heard hearsay through the mills by the 
men talking back and forth that they were going to lay a 
few men off here and there, I didn’t know. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I ask Mr. Shawe to clear 
up the question, because in the light of his previous ques¬ 
tion to which objection was sustained, it is not clear what 
men he is referring to. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, did you hear that they were 
going to lay off any watchmen? A. No, they didn’t say in 
particular what they were going to lay off. 
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Q. Well, why did you transfer back to the Wheel Plant’ 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question, t 
calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well, as far as I know, that they have 
one watchman for every so many men and if they weie 
going to lay men off through the mill, naturally, they 
would lay watchmen off, and I knew I was one of th|e 

7541 youngest watchmen, so T thought I had better gp 
back to my old job. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Why did you think you had better go 
back to vour old job? A. Well, I thought I might get laid 
off. 

Q. Well, if you went back to work on your old job, 
wouldn’t you be a new man on your old job? A. No, as " 
understand it, T thought I would have my old rights back, 
mv vears’ service behind me. 

Q. Who told you that you would have your old rights 
back? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it assumes 
a state of facts not in evidence, there has been no testimony 

anvbodv told him. 

* •> 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one tell you you would get 
your rights back? A. No one told me. 

Q. How did you know you would get laid off in the Wheel 
Plant? A. Well, I didn’t— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is an improper question, 
too leading, nothing to show he knew he would not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objeo- 

7542 tion. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you paid more money 
as a •watchman than you were while you were working in 
the Wheel Plant? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is quite im¬ 
material. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well, while I was working twelve hours, 
I made a little more money. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you working twelve hours as a 
watchman? A. I were for six weeks. 
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Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, what period 
of time does Mr. Shawe refer to, and move the answer be 
stricken. 

Mr. Shawe: The witness told us six weeks. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did that six weeks’ period 
begin? A. Well, I, as soon as I started on the job there, I 
don’t know when it began, but that is when T started to 
work twelve hours. 

Q. Well, if you began to work on June 17th, that would 
be the six weeks’ period following June 17th? A. Yes. 

Q. Is that correct? A. Yes. 

7543 Q. And, after that, did you return to your eight 
hour, to eight hour shifts? A. When I went back 

on the eight hour shift. 

Q. Well, are you paid on an hourly rate? A. No. 

Q. As a watchman? A. No, it is a salaried job. 

Q. Salaried? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, your job in the wheel plant, is that a salaried 
job? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to the question, his 
job in the wheel plant has been testified to on cross-exami¬ 
nation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said he was on a tonnage 
basis. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What do you mean by a tonnage 
basis? A. You get so much a hundred ton. 

Q. Do you have any base rate? A. Yes, if that is all in 
tonnage, there is no hour rate, you get your, you are al¬ 
lowed so much a hundred ton, you are paid so much, see ? 
Of course, you get paid according to the amount of tonnage 
that is rolled. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean that you roll? 

The Witness: That the whole mill rolls in general. 

7544 Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

The Witness: Every one in the mill is tonnaged, 

see? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And, if you don’t make any tonnages, 
then you don’t get paid anything, is that correct? A. All 
you get is— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think I must object to that 
question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Rephrase that. 
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Mr. Shawe: I am a little confused. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So am I. 

The Witness: I am nuts. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That question, I don’t quite un¬ 
derstand, Mr. Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is your salary computed entirely on 
a tonnage basis? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By ill*. Shawe) Well, tell us exactly how your 
salary is computed? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He told us he doesn’t get a 
salary. 

The Witness: There is no salary with it. 

7545 Trial Examiner Bloom: He gets paid on a toili- 
nage basis. 

Mr. Broun: May the witness’ voluntary answer b|e 
stricken. ; 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes out. 

The Witness: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us how you do get pai 
You just explain it in your own words. 

The Witness: Well, we get— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How are your pay checks com¬ 
puted? 

The Witness: We get so much a hundred ton. Now, we 
have got a dollar twenty-four cents, which they pay yov 
every day you work. I don’t know whether that is figured 
as a daily rate or an hourly rate, or how it is figured. But, 
every eight hours you work you get $1.24 plus what ton¬ 
nage is rolled. At the end of the turn, whatever amount of 
tonnage you roll, you take whatever you get a hundred 
tons, figure out that, add $1.24 to it and that is your day’s 
wages. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) T believe you say you purchased a 
club or a mace or something during the strike, is that cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr. Examiner, there is no 

7546 testimony to that effect. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, sustained. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You purchased a blackjack, is that 
correct? A. I did. 

Q. Did you carry that blackjack while vou were working ? 
A. I did. 

Mr. Broun: Might I either ask Mr. Shawe to describe 
what he means by a blackjack, or have the witness describe 
it? 

Mr. Shaw’e Well, the witness has testified, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, that he purchased a blackjack. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is the same blackjack, 
I suppose, that we were talking about on direct examina¬ 
tion. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What is a blackjack? A. Well, all I 
know, it is a piece of leather with a piece of lead sewed in 
the end. 

Q. What is it used for? A. Well, you can use it for dif¬ 
ferent purposes. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, that is a 
speculative question. The testimony is that he hasn’t ever 
used it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if a man bought something, 
I think it is a fair assumption to say that he had a 
7547 vague idea, at least, of what he was buying it for, 
what it could be used for. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, to take, to use it if you get in an ar¬ 
gument somewhere, think there is too many men, you can’t 
handle, well, you could crack a few of them over the head 
with it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, I believe you said you had a 
mace also, is that correct? A. I had a mace. 

Q. Who gave you the mace? A. That I got when I got 
the job. 

Q. Who gave it to you? A. There wasn't any one who 
gave it to me, it was laying there, and they said, ‘‘There is 
a mace, if you care to take it.” 

I said, “I will take it.” 

Q. Who said that, Mr. Bergmann? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that. Mr, Examiner, it is leading. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well, I don’t know whether it was Berg¬ 
mann or McGraw, there was quite a few in there. 


I 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, how many maces were lying 
there? A. Well, I don’t know, there was three or 

7548 four, I guess, there weren’t very many, I know. 

Q. What sort of a— describe how long was it, do 
you know? A. Well, I don’t think it was over eighteen 
inches long. It had a small sort of a handle on it witty a 
strap that you could hang around your wrist. 

Q. Do you know where they were made ? A. Where they 
were made? No, I don’t. 

Q. Do you think, do you know whether they were made 
in the mill or not? A. No. 

Mr. Brown: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, the witness 
has just answered he did not know where they were made. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Shawe: This is cross-examination, Mr. Examiner. 
Mr. Broun: Yes, sir, but—I beg your pardon, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, what is a mace used for? A. 
Well, 1 don’t know, no one told me in particular what 10 
use it for, but I imagined, if you get in— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to the witness’ im¬ 
agination. 

The Witness: Well,—you can use it. 

7549 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What do you think a mace is 
used for? A. Well, it is used in a fight or something 

like that, to subdue some one, quiet some one down. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, T object to that question and 
move that the answer, or part of the answer be stricken on 
the ground, what the witness thinks has nothing to do with 
the proposition, its relevancy, materiality or competency. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think a man who has ttye 
kind of a job that he had is competent to tell us what ttye 
equipment is to be used for. 

Mr. Broun: Very well, Mr. Examiner, will you have the 
reporter repeat the first part of the answer so the witness 
may complete the answ’er? 


(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want to finish it? 

The Witness: Well, if there would be a riot or something, 
I suppose thev use those to quiet the men down and put 
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fear into them, if necessary, T just hit them over the head 
with it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) It is used for the same thing that a 
blackjack is used for, isn’t that correct? A. I believe so. 

Q. Well, is there any reason why you needed both 

7550 the blackjack and a mace? A. No, there was no rea¬ 
son why I should carry either one. 

Q. You carried both of them, didn't you? A. I carried 
both of them. 

Q. Did you carry them while you were working? A. 
While I was working I carried the mace, oh, I would say 
three or four days, and I left it hanging in the watch box. 

Q. Did you carry the black jack while you were work¬ 
ing? A. That T carried with me all the time. 

Q. Then, for the three or four days that you carried 
the mace, you carried both a blackjack and a mace? A. 
I carried them together. 

Q. Did you see any of the other watchmen carrying a 
mace? A. Some of the other watchmen had maces, yes. 

Q. Do you know how many ? A. Oh, I, it is pretty hard 
to tell, I couldn’t tell you. 

Q. Did you take an oath when you were sworn in as a 
watchman? A. I did not. 

Q. Were you sworn in as a watchman? A. I was 

7551 not. 

Mr. Shawe: If I may repeat a question, I wasn’t 
quite clear on, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you say you didn’t take any 
kind of an oath when you went to work as a watchman? A. 
No, I did not. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Bergmann when 
you went to work? A. He told me that I was to watch for 
fires and stuff like that, I was in there to protect the prop¬ 
erty, see, to see that there were no fires and watch the 
fire extinguishers were full and watch for broken water 
lines and gas lines and anything that would be hazardous 
to the men. 

Q. Did you receive any instructions about— 

Mr. Shawe: Strike that, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you receive any instructions as 
to what you were to do, if you saw men fighting in the 
plant? A. To separate them, separate the men, warn them 
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that it is not allowed, and if nothing else, I was to take their 
check numbers and turn them into the chief, and he would 
dispose of the case. 

Q. Did any one tell you how to separate the men? 

7552 A. They did not. 

Q. Did you ever separate anybody? A. No, sir. 

Q. In fighting, who were fighting? Did you ever see any¬ 
body fighting? A. I never saw any one fighting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean in the mill or 
ever? 

The Witness: In the mill, I meant to say. 

Mr. Broun.- Thank you, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I thought I would put 
down on the redirect. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you receive any instructions 
about what you were— 

Mr. Shawe: Strike that, please 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever see men come to work 
with union buttons on their lapels ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, there is no 
testimony that this witness knows what a union button is. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what a union button 
is ? A. I have saw buttons, they called union buttons. 

Q. Have you seen men coming to the plant with union 
buttons? A. I have saw a few. 

Q. Do you know who they were ? A. Well, the two 

7553 men that I mentioned, earlier in the hearing Cecil 
Berkebile and Irving Thomas. 

Q. Did you report those men to anybody ? A. No, it is 
nothing to me what they do. 

Q. Did you ever report anybody for wearing a union 
button ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did Mr. Bergmann say anything to you about men 


wearing union buttons? A. He— 

Mr. Broun: 1 object to this, Mr. Examiner,—just a mo¬ 
ment, I don’t object, but I believe you said Mr. Bergmann, 
Mr. Shawe. Did you mean Mr. Bergmann ? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: No, he never objected, he never said to 
bother them or say anything to them or anything, he never 
even mentioned it. 
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7554 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. McGraw ever men¬ 
tion the union ? A. He never did. 

Q. I believe you testified that you lived in Ferndale, is 
that correct? A. That’s correct. 

Q. Did you have to come through Franklin Boro to come 
to work from Ferndale? A. You have to go through it go¬ 
ing to work, from Ferndale, I don’t know how to tell you, 
but as you go this direction (pointing), that is the only way 
I can tell you, you come in and go out, as we call it. 

Q. Well, do you pass through any other boroughs from 
Ferndale to Franklin Boro to the gate? A. No, I come out 
of Ferndale Boro and go through the city of Johnstown 
into Franklin Boro, then the Wheel Plant. 

Q. That is the Wheel Plant gate? A. Wheel Plant gate, 
yes, sir. 

Q. What gate, is that the gate known by any other 
name? A. No, that is the last one up, that is the last mill 
going out of Franklin. 

Q. Is that the gate you use to go to work now? A. Yes. 

Q. Is there a watch box at that gate, too? A. 

7555 There is. 

Q. I believe you testified that you went to work 
Friday, June 11th, from eleven to seven a. m., is that 
correct? A. I— 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, that is a 
mis-statement of the fact that the witness testified to. 

Mr. Shawe: I am asking him, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever work—did you work 
Friday, June 11th? A. I worked Friday night, eleven to 
seven. 

Q. Eleven to seven? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean seven Saturday 
morning? 

The Witness: I quit seven Saturday morning. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if my recollection of what 
the witness testified to on direct— 

Mr. Shawe: That is exactly what my question referred 
to, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, everybody is in complete 
harmony, let’s go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you come out of the wheel plant 
gate on Saturday, June 12th ? A. I did. 
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Q. At seven o’clock? A. Seven o’clock. 


A. A little after 


to I 


er. 


Q. You say at seven o’clock? 
seven, I quit at seven. 

Q. Were you on foot? A. On foot. 

Q. Where did you go from there ? A. I went out the ^ate 
and came down and I waited on that fellow that I always 
ride with, I just walked down to the store. The reaso 
walked down, I needed tobacco. 

Q. You went in the store and bought some tobacco? 

I went in and got some tobacco. 

Q. What store? A. Jabers, I believe the name is. 

Q. How do you spell her name? A. I wouldn’t—J[-a- 
b-e-r-s, I believe, I am not sure. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I don't like to continue 
to object, but I move to strike the testimony on the groulnd 
that it is quite immaterial. 

Mr. Shawe: I think it is quite material, Air. Examin 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied. 

Q. (By Air. Shawe) And where did you meet your friejnd 
that day? A. Going home? 

Q. Yes. A. He stopped for me in front of 
store. 

7557 Q. In front of Airs. Jabers’ store? A. In front 
Airs. Jabers’ store. 

Air. Broun: May we get the correct spelling of that nam 
Q. (By Air. Shawe) How do you spell her name? A 
can’t tell you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you pronounce it? 

The Witness: Jabers, I believe it is J-a-b-e-r-s, I am n 
sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where is this store located? 

The Witness: Right at what they call the Loop, rig^t 
where the street car loops to come back to the city. 

Mr. Broun: Alight we, Air. Examiner, go into the location 
now, rather than waiting for redirect? 

Air. Shawe: Certainly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume Air. Shawe is going to 
do that. 

Air. Shawe: I am. 

Q. (By Air. Shawe) What street is this store located on! 
A. Well, it is, T don't know what they call it, but it is the 
main street of Franklin, where the street car rails are laijd 

on. 


the 


of 

le? 

I 


bt 
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Q. Is it on a corner or in the middle of the block? A. Well, 
it is almost on the corner of the block. 

Q. What street is it near, what corner? A. Well, if I 
knew the name of the street I could tell you exactly, 
7558 but I don’t, it is right where they call the Loop, we 
call it a Loop, that is where the street car rails loop, 
it goes around so the street car can go around and head 
back to the city. 

Q. Is the store near a gate? A. Well, it is not far, not too 
far from the Wheel Plant gate. 

Q. Is it near any other gate? A. Xo, it is quite a distance 
from the other gate. 

Q. Do you think it is Jambor, do you think that is the way 
you spell it, J-a-m-b-o-r? A. Xo, no, this is Jabers, I 
wouldn’t spell it— 

Q. Did you meet your friend in front of the store? A. I 
met him at the store. 

Q. Where did you go from there ? A. We went on home. 

Q. Did any one harm you on your way home that morn¬ 
ing? A. Xo. 

Q. Did any one stop your car on your way home that 
morning? A. Xo. 

Q. Did any one throw any rocks at you that morning? 
A. No. 

Q. Did any one try to interfere with you going 
7759 home in any way? A. Xo, no one interfered in any 
way at all. 

Mr. Broun: T assume that that question relates to the 
morning in question? 

Mr. Shawe: The morning of June 12th. 

Mr. Broun: Is that what you understood? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir. 

The Witness: Yes, Saturday morning. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you understand that? A. That 
is what I thought. 

Q. That’s right, that is what I meant. A. Yes. 

Q. And you went home jat the change of shifts, is that 
correct? A. That’s correct. 

Q. Xow, did you go to work Saturday night, June 12th? 
A. Saturday night, yes, eleven to seven. 

Q. The same shift ? A. The same shift. 

Q. And did you go to work in the same way that you 
went to work on Friday night, June 11th? A. I did. 
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on- 

A. 


id. 




Mr. Broun: Mr. Shawe, will you clear up if that sjiift 
goes over to Sunday morning? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When I say Saturday night, Jime 
12th, you went to work at eleven and the shift c[ 

7560 tinued until Sunday, June 13th, is that correct? 
Sunday morning. 

Q. And did you work that shift? A. Eleven to seyen 
Saturday night, I did. 

Q. Did any one harm you as you tried, when you w^nt 
into the plant? A. No, no one. 

Q. Did you go into the plant with your friend? A. I dl 
Q. Did any one harm your friend? A. No. 

Q. Did you go to work through the gate? A. Throu 
the gate, as usual. 

Q. Did any one throw any stones at you? A. No one. | 

Q. Did any one try to stop you in any way? A. No wjay 
at all, we went in as usual. 

Q. You went in at the change in the shifts? A. The 
change of shifts. 

Q. Is that correct ? A. The change of shifts, we went in 
in time to go on our own jobs, you know, right there thep. 
Q. Did you quit work Sunday, June 13th, at sev^n 
o’clock? A. I did. 

7561 Mr. Broun: I object, counsel for the Board should 
explain what he means by 1 ‘quit.” 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I mean, I mean, did you finish wotfk 
that day at seven o’clock, Sunday, June 13th? A. Finished 
work, yes. 

Q. Seven o’clock in the morning? A. Seven o’clock i|n 
the morning. 

Q. Did you come out of the Wheel Plant gate ? A. I di 
Q. Did you go home from there? A. I did, I wenlt 
straight home. 

Q. Did any one try to prevent you from going home)? 
A. No. 

Q. Did any one stop you ? A. No. 

Q. Did any one throw any stones at you? A. Not that 
morning, no. 

Mr. Broun: All those questions, I assume, relate to tha 


morning? 

Mr. Shawe: That morning, Sunday, June 13th. 
Mr. Broun: So understood, Mr. Witness? 
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The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were there any people standing 
around those gates when you came out on Sunday, 
June 13th? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t know that 

7562 there is any testimony about gates, so far T have 
heard a singular word, gate, g-a-t-e. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The Wheel Plant gate that you 
have referred to, were there any ? A. On Sunday morning 
T don’t recall seeing any one; when I came out. 

Q. Do you recall seeing anybody Saturday night when 
you went in? A. Saturday might when I went in, there 
were a few men along the sidewalk, there is a sidewalk 
goes up along the road. 

Q. Any men standing there Friday night when you went 
in? A. Friday night there were. 

Q. Were the men standing there Saturday morning when 
you came out? A. Saturday morning there were. 

Q. Would you say they were peaceful and orderly? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it calls for 
a conclusion on the part of the witness, he can say what 
the men did or what he saw them do, he can’t characterize 
their conduct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. For 
the enlightenment of counsel, you have five minutes more. 

Mr. Shawe: Are we going to adjourn early today? 

7563 Trial Examiner Bloom : No, sir, we started forty- 
five minutes earlier at lunch time. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At least 1 did, counsel weren’t 
here, but I was. 

Mr. Moore: I was looking at my watch a few minutes 
ago. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: I had that firmly in mind, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you say, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: I had that firmly in mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is in my mind, anyway. 

The Witness: I was thinking about quitting time. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have an application in the 
employment office for this watchman’s job that you re¬ 
ceived? A. I did. 
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Mr. Broun: I assume, of course, Mr. Shawe, that you 
mean the watchman’s job that he did on the 17th of June— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I think Mr. Shawe said that, he 
dropped his voice at the end. 

Mr. Broun: Oh, I beg your pardon. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did you fill out that 

7564 application for the watchman’s job? A. Well, as 
far as I can remember, about two years before I got 

the job. 

Q. Who did you give the application to? A. Mr. Berg- 
mann. | 

Q. Mr. Bergmann? A. Yes, sir. I 

Q. Where? A. In his office. 

Q. In his office? A.Yes, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, just one or two questions, 
1 think we can quickly finish. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. Of course, we could 
stay a little while over, don’t cut your examination shor^:. 
Mr. Broun: Thank you, sir. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You have referred to a gate, the 
gate which I believe you called Wheel Plant Gate, as the 
place that vou enter the Wheel Plant to go to work? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Is there a gate there ? A. There is no gate, you cal . 
it a gate, it is a road leading in from the main highf 
way. 

7565 Q. Do you mean by that, that that is simply a road 
leading into the plant, an entrance ? A. That is whatj 

it is, you go in possibly a quarter of a mile and there you! 
come to a w’atch box. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, if I may, when you 
say you have gone a quarter of a mile, do you mean you go 
in the property a quarter of a mile? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bethlehem property? 

The Witness: That is on Bethlehem property. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then the watch box is located 
about a quarter of a mile from the road that you turn off at? 
The Witness: Yes. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: To go into the property? 

The Witness: It is, well, you turn off the main highway, 
you go in there, well, maybe it is not quite a quarter of a 
mile on Bethlehem property there, you see, the watch box— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, what were you refer¬ 
ring to as the entrance, where you go off the main highway? 

The Witness: The main highway. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see, thank you. 

The Witness: That is what I always thought and 

7566 we always called “the gate.” 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I am sorry, I didn’t 
quite hear that. Will you read that last statement of the 
Examiner? 

(The reporter repeated the last question of the Examiner 
and the answer of the witness as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Just one other question, Mr. Wis- 
singer, in answer to one of Mr. Shawe’s questions I under¬ 
stood you to say that you went through Franklin Boro on 
the way to the Wheel Plant from your home? A. We do. 

Q. You left some doubt in my mind as to whether you 
went through Franklin Boro as a general thing on your 
way back home from the Wheel Plant. A. You do, I must 
travel through the Boro going both ways. 

Mr. Broun: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just one question, Mr. Wis- 
singer: I think you said somewhere along, in response 
either to Mr. Broun or to Mr. Shawe, or possibly to both, 
that they have so many watchmen, or there are so many 
watchmen for each watch; do you remember saying that? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And that was the reason you 
wanted to get back to where you were before? 

7567 The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know how many 
men there are for each watch? 

The Witness: I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

Mr. Broun: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are excused, thank you, 
Mr. Wissinger. 
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(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Nine-thirty, tomorrow. 

Mr. Shawe: We are not going to have any witnesses 
tomorrow, is that correct ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand we are going to 
take up these motions and things. Nine-thirty tomorrow. 

(Thereupon, at 4:50 o’clock p. m., January 20, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o’clock a. m., January 21, 
1938.) 


7572 14 Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-l 


0 


R-177”. 

The Auditorium, Central High School, Johnstown, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Friday, January 21,1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 10:00 o’clock a. m 

Before: 


Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq 
(Washington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the Na¬ 
tional Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., an|l 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood, 15 Board Street, Ne^y 
York, N. Y.), Attorneys on behalf of the Respon¬ 
dents. 


7573 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please comfe 
to order. 

Now, as I understand it today’s session is to be taken 
up with the introduction in evidence of certain documents 
which the Board has not yet introduced in evidence and 
for which the record was left open. Then I believe Mr|. 



3930 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Moore or Mr. Broun were going to make certain motions 
concerning dismissal of the West Coast Plants and then 
after that we could discuss this material that has been pre¬ 
pared. Is that substantially all we had? 

Mr. Rose: That is correct. 

Mr. Shawe: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When I say “discuss the ma¬ 
terial” I mean to check it over and if it is in sufficiently 
complete form to have the data in the record, placed in the 
record. 

Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Shall we pro¬ 
ceed, please? I think the procedure that would be best fol¬ 
lowed would be if the Board would first put in its various 
documents and then Mr. Moore can make his motions. Then 
we will sit down and discuss the other data. 

7574 Mr. Rose: Well, I don’t think we need this on the 
record, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Are you ready to go ahead, now, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Rose: We offer in evidence the affidavits of Irene 
E. Campbell, subscribed and sworn to January 10th, 1938 
as 3-C, 3-D, 3-E and 3-F. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you offering these? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection, Mr. Moore, to 
these affidavits? 

Mr. Moore: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They may be received as 
Board’s Exhibits 3-C, 3-D, 3-E and 3-F, respectively. 

(Thereupon the documents above referred to were 
marked as Board’s Exhibits 3-C, 3-D, 3-E and 3-F, re¬ 
spectively, in evidence.) 
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Mr. Moore: Does the record show that these are 
7575 affidavits that relate to the service? I didn’t follojv. 

Mr. Rose: I am going to state that, I wasn’t sure 
whether it was clear. 

Board’s Exhibits 3-C, 3-D, 3-E and 3-F relate to the 
service of the formal papers issued by the Board. 3-C is 
the affidavit of Irene Campbell, sworn to January 10, 1933. 

3-D is the affidavit of Irene Campbell, sworn to Septem¬ 
ber 7, 1937, it is the affidavit of service on the Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think, Mr. Rose, you should 
state on whom the papers were served. You are just say¬ 
ing that they are affidavits but I don’t think the record wi|l 
be clear unless you state the substance of them. 

Mr. Rose: The affidavit I just mentioned is the affidavit 
of service on the Bethlehem Steel Corporation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which exhibit is that? 

Mr. Rose: 3-D. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, now, just state what 
the exhibits are and on whom the service was had. 

Mr. Rose: Well, 3-D is the affidavit of service on th<b 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, Case No. R-177. 

3-E is the affidavit of service on the Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 


poration, Case No. C-170. 

3-F is the affidavit of service on the various chair 

7576 men of the plans in Cases C-170 and R-177. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have any furthe 

papers ? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think I mentioned 3-C. 

3-C is an affidavit correcting a prior affidavit of service. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: What prior affidavit? 

Mr. Rose: It corrects Board’s Exhibits 2-A and 2-B. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Rose: Which were affidavits of service on the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company in both cases. 

We offer the following papers as part of Board’s Exhibit 
No. 1 in evidence. 

7577 Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Rose: Motion of Steel Workers Organizing 
Committee for the continuance, petition of the Respondent, 
the Bethlehem Steel Company for an order vacating and 
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setting aside the ruling of the Trial Examiner, and for a 
stay of hearing. 

Petition of the Plan of Employees Representation at the 
Bethlehem plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, intervener, 
for an order vacating a ruling of the Trial Examiner, for 
a stay of proceedings. 

Order vacating and setting aside ruling of Trial Exam¬ 
iner granting motion for a continuance. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you better put the date 
of that order in there. 

Mr. Rose: The order being dated Washington, D. C., 
November 17, 1937. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any objection to that? 
Mr. Moore: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be received as part of 
Board’s Exhibit 1. 

(Thereupon the document above referred to was marked 
as part of Board’s Exhibit Number 1 in evidence.) 

Mr. Shawe: We also offer— 

Mr. Rose: Those papers I have just referred to, 

7578 have been set aside. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That becomes part of 
Board’s Exhibit 1, Mr. Reporter. 

Mr. Shawe: We also offer as a part of Board’s Exhibit 
1, certified copies of the following papers: 

1. Motion of Plan of Employees Representation at the 
Cambria plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company at Johns¬ 
town, Pa., for leave to intervene. 

7579 2: Answer of Plan of Employees Representation 
at the Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company 

at Johnstown, Pennsylvania, intervener. 

3: Motion of Plan of Employees Representation at the 
Bethlehem plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, for leave to 
intervene. 

4: Answer of Plan of Employees Representation at the 
Bethlehem Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

5: Motion of Plan of Employees Representation at the 
Maryland Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company to in¬ 
tervene. 

6: Answer of Plan of Employees Representation at the 
Maryland Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, intervener. 
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7: Motion for leave to intervene of Plan of Employees 
Representation at the Lebanon Plant of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company. 

8: Answer of Plan of Employees Representation at ijhe 
Lebanon Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company, intervener. 

9: Petition of Plan of Employees Representation at the 
Steelton Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any objection? 

Mr Broun: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be received. The 
7580 document may be received as part of Board’s Ex¬ 
hibit 1. 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked as Board’s Exhibit No. 1, in evidence.) 

Mr. Rose: We also offer in evidence as part of Board’s 
Exhibit No. 1, certified copies of the following papers:— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Rose: 1. Motion for Bill of Particulars and for qn 
extension of the date of hearing of the respondent, Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company. 

2: Answer and Motion to Dismiss of the respondent, 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation. 

3: Answer of the respondent, Bethlehem Steel Company. 

We also offer in evidence as part of Board’s Exhibit 1, 
certified copy of the order denying motion for a Bill of 
Particulars and extension of date of hearing in the matter 
of Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ease No. C-170, the order 
being dated Washington, D. C., September 4, 1937. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any objection? 

Mr. Broun: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be received as part 
7581 of Board’s Exhibit 1. 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked as Board’s Exhibit No. 1, in evidence.) 

Mr. Shawe: We also offer as part of Board’s Exhibit No. 
1, the following certified papers: 

Order denying petition of the Plan of Employees Repre¬ 
sentation of the Bethlehem Plant of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany, intervener, to join in petition of the respondent^ 
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Bethlehem Steel Company, for an order vacating and 
setting aside a ruling of the Trial Examiner, for an order 
specifically directing the procedure to be followed in the 
taking of testimony in accordance with the order of consoli¬ 
dation and for an order staying further hearings. 

Petition of the Plan of Employees Representation at the 
Bethlehem Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, intervener, 
to join in petition of the respondent, Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany, for an order vacating and setting aside a ruling of 
the Trial Examiner, for an order specifically directing the 
procedure to be followed in the taking of testimony in ac¬ 
cordance with the order of consolidation and for an order 
staying further hearings. 

Order denying petition of respondent, Bethlehem Steel 
Company, for an order vacating and setting aside a ruling 
of the Trial Examiner; for an order specifically 

7582 directing the procedure to be followed in the taking 
of testimony in accordance with the order of con¬ 
solidation, and for an order staying further hearings. 

Petition of the respondent, Bethlehem Steel Company, for 
an order vacating and setting aside a ruling of the Trial 
Examiner, for an order specifically directing the procedure 
to be followed in the taking of testimony in accordance with 
the order of consolidation, and for an order staying further 
hearings. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection ? 

Mr. Broun: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be received as part of 
Board’s Exhibit No. 1. 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked as Board’s Exhibit No. 1, in evidence.) 

Mr. Rose: We offer as part of Board’s Exhibit No. 1, a 
copy of the rules and regulations of the National Labor Re¬ 
lations Board, Series 1, as amended, dated April 27, 1936. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objections? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t see any reason for lumbering up this 
record with rules of the Board. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is customary, because the 
notice of the hearing that goes out to the various parties, 
also encloses as a part of the notice, a copy of the 

7583 rules. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t remember the original 
papers, but 1 thought a copy of the rules were attached, 
literally attached to the papers that were received by us 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is precisely what I mean. 

Mr. Moore: Why do we need them twice? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The papers in evidence, I doh’t 
believe, have a copy. 

Mr. Moore: Then, the papers in evidence can’t be a cof>y 
if that is the case. I don’t remember. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think one copy here would 
save the duplication of a great many copies, which were 
undoubtedly affixed to the papers served upon all of ijhe 
parties. 

Mr. Moore: Now, it says, the complaint says, “Enclosed 
herewith, for your information, is a copy of the rules ahd 
regulations, Series 1. Your attention is particularly di¬ 
rected to Article 2 of the said rules and regulations.” 

Of course, there is no doubt that the rules and regulations 
are undoubtedly rules and regulations of the Board, and 
we have had notice of them. It is only a question of lumber¬ 
ing up the record with them. They may say, “We offer a 
copy of the statute in evidence.” I see no need for 

7584 it. I am perfectly willing to abide by your ruling, of 
course. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will admit the rules as part of 
Board’s Exhibit 1. 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to weJ*e 
marked as part of Board’s Exhibit 1, in evidence.) 

7585 Mr. Shawe: Have vou that? 

* i 

Mr. Moore: No, I want to see what they amount to 
and what the evidence—I am taking down notes here, I don’t 
know enough about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 


(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Now, does the Board have anything further to offer at 
this time? 

Mr. Rose: Well, not at this time. There may be other 
papers that we may have to offer. For example, I do kno\| r 
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that we will offer the motion, for leave to intervene, by the 
Lackawanna plant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there will be, of course, a 
number of other formal pleadings of that sort. 

Mr. Shawe: We would also, we also would like to request 
leave to leave open at this time the right to introduce at a 
later date, after Respondents have checked the various— 

Mr. Moore: Why, I don’t think—excuse me for interrupt¬ 
ing—I don’t think I should even leave the suggestion that, 
if you would introduce them in evidence, that I could stipu¬ 
late that, unless I could find out more than I know at the 
present time. 

You had the witness on the witness stand and he 

7586 gave testimony, which was over my objection. I asked 
that he be excused and brought back at a later time, 

and you didn’t choose to do that, and I just don’t know, I 
don’t want you to be by my silence, led to think that I will 
or will not,—I just don’t know, I don’t know what proce¬ 
dure will be taken. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, all I wanted the record to note was that 
when the witness Barker was on the witness stand, Board’s 
counsel requested him to send us in certain copies of in¬ 
voices, which he has sent to us by registered mail. 

We would like to leave the matter open to such time that 
the Respondents would be in a position to verify the in¬ 
voices. I think Mr. Moore’s objection will take care of the— 

Mr. Moore: Might I ask, Mr. Examiner, what the pur¬ 
pose is of putting in these bills ? I don’t see that they add 
anything to the record. I say that, drawing upon memory, 
because I am not sure that I accurately remember what Mr. 
Barker said. It doesn’t seem to me that they add anything 
to the record, and as the record now stands, it is open to 
counsel for the Respondents to call Mr. Barker if they so 
choose. 

7587 Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean to rebut the 

testimony that he has already given? * 

Mr. Moore: Xo, for cross-examination. My memory is 
that, after objecting to the guess which he made, then he 
said he knew it was accurate as I remember it, I am draw¬ 
ing on memory, within a few hundred dollars. 
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You allowed him to testify and the testimony to gq in, 
and I said that I was entirely unprepared to cross-examine 
the witness. I knew nothing about it and was not sure that 
he knew about it. 

Xow, it seems to me that the only thing that is necessary 
from either point of view is for me to find out what the facts 
are and decide whether or not I should recall, or should gsk, 
Mr. Barker to come back for cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As T recall, Mr. Moore, I think 
I stated that you had the right to either recall Mr. Barker 
when the Board put in its case at Bethlehem, or in Allen¬ 
town—we were thinking in terms of Bethlehem then—not 
in Allentown, or I think I stated also that you might, if you 
cared to, recall him when the Respondents put in their case 
for further cross-examination. 

That was some time ago and 1 confess my memory does 
not serve me too well on that. 

7588 Mr. Moore: I am not sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But at any rate we will 
leave it this way: if you care to, you may recall Mr. Barker 
for further cross-examination. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is all right. My memory is, I am 
not sure, that you did not specify where or when we should 
call Mr. Barker, that is a Bethlehem or elsewhere. Tjhe 
statement was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The reason I said that, I thought 
that you made the point at that time that the records uponi 
which you would have to rely concerning this matter were in 
Bethlehem and I think you made the point that you wanted 
the Board to hold up on this evidence until we got to Betlh- 
lehem so that you could check, and as I recall, it is rather 
vague, precisely just how we did conclude the matter, but 
at any rate, if you want to, let’s settle it right now. 

You may recall him for further cross-examination. 

Mr. Moore: All right, I would like to examine the record 
and find out what the facts are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is the way I stated 
it at the time, but if I didn’t— 

Mr. Moore: T think that that is true, except that I didn’t 
remember that any place was mentioned because I am sure 
that we all remember that there was some question 
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7589 in Mr. Barker’s mind as to when we would call him, 
that is, at some time that was very inconvenient to 

him, and I agreed to give him notice— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I recall some such decision, that 
was three or four months ago. 

Mr. Moore: That is quite all right, I am quite satisfied. 
Mr. Shawe: All I wanted the record to note was that the 
record would be open for the introduction of these docu¬ 
ments at some later date. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Well, now, do I understand that 
the respondents are consenting that the record be left open 
for the purpose, stated or that they are objected to? 

Mr. Moore: Xo, I am not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which is it? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think there is any need to keep open 
the record at all here, I don't know what the facts are, I 
am not prepared to say anything about the facts, but it 
doesn’t seem to me if these go in that they add anything, as 
I see it, one way or the other. 

I can’t consent to them going in now any way because I 
don't know what the facts are. I don’t know whether those 
goods were delivered or were not delivered. We 

7590 all know from practice, that many bills are sold and 
then subsequently cancelled. The record shows cer¬ 
tain facts stated by Mr. Barker. 

Xow, it seems to me that his evidence was sufficient to 
put the burden upon me to decide what I should do. 

7591 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, specifically 
then, Mr. Moore, you object ? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To leaving the record open? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am inclined to agree with 
you. I will sustain the objection as to leaving the record 
open, unless you want to argue the matter. If you do, we 
will argue it off the record. 

Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The ruling stands. 
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Mr. Shawe: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. | 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Any further offers on behalf of the Board at this time? 
Mr. Shawe: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you wish to make the motion 
concerning the dismissal of the West Coast plants? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I shall now make a motion on 
behalf of the Respondent Bethlehem Steel Company, ^nd 
I assume that it is understood that the motion as I sljall 
now state it be considered as having been made asiof 

7592 the date that a similar motion was filed by us with 
the Board, which date was January 5, 1933. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume the purpose of that Mr. 
Broun, is to show that you made the motion before you 
began the introduction of evidence on behalf of the ljte- 
spondents. 

Mr. Broun: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that would be proper. In 
other words, the motion was filed with the Board and the 
Board suggested as 1 understand it, that the motion should 
properly made before the Trial Examiner instead of the 
Board in Washington. 

Mr. Broun: That is correct. 

Mr. Moore: You remember, if I may break in— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it was as the result |)f 
my suggestion more or less that I made back in Baltimore— 
Mr. Moore: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I was in some doubt as to whether 
the motion should be made before me or before the Board. 

Mr. Moore: Only because at your suggestion we went to 
the Board, we would like to have it shown as made at that 
date. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I certainly think you are entitled 
to have it shown that way. 

7593 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, as you know, on August 
2b, 1937, the Board made an order in Case No. C-17^) 

and in Case No. R-177, which I shall refer to in stating this 
motion as the Consolidated Case, by which the Board con- 
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solidated the two numbered eases for the purpose of hear¬ 
ing. 

The complaint in Case C-170 makes specific allegation 
that—and this is quoted from the complaint— 

7594 “The respondent, Bethlehem Steel Corporation, 
and its many wholly-owned subsidiaries, including 

the respondent, Bethlehem ; Steel Company, and its many 
partially-owned subsidiaries, dominated and controlled by 
it, and by their officers, agents, and representatives have 
committed certain acts and done certain things in connec¬ 
tion with the operation of their plants located at Johnstown, 
Bethlehem, Steelton, Lebanon, Rankin and Leetsdale, in the 
State of Pennsylvania; at Blasdell and Lackawanna, in the 
State of New York; Sparrows Point, in the State of Mary¬ 
land, including the shipbuilding Division at said lasf-named 
plant; Seattle in the State of Washington; South San Fran¬ 
cisco, Oakland and Vernon, Los Angeles, in the State of 
California—” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is a comma after the word 
“Vernon”? 

Mr. Broun: It is Oakland and Vernon, Los Angeles. 
“—which acts and things are alleged in said complaint to 
constitute the unfair labor practices affecting commerce in 
which practices the respondent Bethlehem Steel Company 
and the respondent Bethlehem Steel Corporation are 
charged in said complaint to have engaged, and said com¬ 
plaint contains in paragraph 7 thereof allegations that: 

“The Bethlehem Steel Corporation, a New T Jersey 

7595 Corporation, and its many wholly-owned subsidi¬ 
aries, including the respondent Bethlehem Steel 

Company, and its partially-owned subsidiaries, dominated 
and controlled by it, by their officers, agents, and repre¬ 
sentatives, during the year 1918, and from time to time, 
thereafter, have committed certain acts and done certain 
things in connection with the operation of their many plants 
located in various states of the United States, which acts 
and things are alleged in said complaint to constitute one 
of the kinds of the unfair labor practices in which the re¬ 
spondent Bethlehem Steel Company and the respondent 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation are charged in said complaint 
to have engaged.” 
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7596 As you also know, Mr. Examiner, hearings in the 
Consolidated Case began on September 8, 1937, $nd 

continued from day to day, almost without interruption, 
until December 16, 1937, at which time counsel for pie 
Board stated that aside from the reservation or permission 
to offer certain documentary evidence, to which reservation 
we agreed, they had finished the Board’s case. 

Thereupon, you, as you recall, adjourned the hearings to 
a specified date on which the respondent Bethlehem Steel 
Company and the respondent Bethlehem Steel Corporation 
and any of the Plans of Employees’ Representation, inter¬ 
veners, respectively, should begin the presentation of the 
testimony which they, respectively, should wish to present 
in Case No. C-170. 

At the hearings which were held in the Consolidated Case 
up to December 16,1937, and including that date, testimony 
was adduced relating to the Cambria Plant, located at and 
near Johnstown, Pennsylvania, the Bethlehem Plant, lo¬ 
cated at Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, the Lebanon Plant, lo¬ 
cated at Lebanon, Pennsylvania, the Concentrator Plaijt, 
also located at Lebanon, Pennsylvania, the Rankin Works, 
located at Rankin, Pennsylvania, the Leetsdale Works, lo¬ 
cated at Leetsdale, Pennsylvania, the Lackawanna Plaint, 
located at and near Lackawanna and Blasdell, New York, 
and the Maryland Plant, located at Sparrows Point, Mary¬ 
land. 

7597 A copy of the Plan of Employees’ Representation 
in effect at the Steelton plant of the respondent 

Bethlehem Steel Company was introduced in evidence but 
no testimony was adduced at such hearings relating to said 
plant or the operation of said Plan, nor was any testimony 
adduced at such hearings with respect to any plant, works, 
or property of the respondent, Bethlehem Steel Company, 
other than the Plants and Works to which I have just rel- 
ferred, or as to any property operated by any corporation 
other than the respondent Bethlehem Steel Company. 

In view of the statements which I have just made, and 
the facts as I have stated them, the complaint in Case No. 
C-170 should be dismissed for lack of evidence or proof, in 
so far as any plant, works, or other property owned or 
operated by the respondent Bethlehem Steel Company is 
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concerned other than said the Cambria Plant, the Bethle¬ 
hem Plant, the Steelton Plant, the Lebanon Plant, the Con¬ 
centrator Plant, the Rankin Works, the Leetsdale Works, 
the Lackawanna Plant and the Maryland Plant of the Re¬ 
spondent Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Therefore, Mr. Examiner, upon the complaint in Case Xo. 
C-170 and the answer of Bethlehem Steel Company therein 
and upon all the other proceedings which have been had up 
to and including December 16, 1937 in the Consoli- 
759S dated Case, I move that pursuant to Sections 37 and 
15 of Article IT of the rules and regulations, Series 
1, as amended, of the Board— 

7599 Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mind stating those 
over please? 

Mr. Broun: Xot at all, Sections 37 and 15 of Article II. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Section 37 and Section 15? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Mr. Broun: —Article II, of the Rules and Regulations, 
Series 1, as amended, of the Board, that the complaint in 
Case Xo. C-170 be dismissed in so far as any plants, works, 
or other property owned or operated by the respondent, 
Bethlehem Steel Company, is concerned, other than said, 
the Cambria Plant, the Bethlehem Plant, the Steelton Plant, 
the Lebanon Plant, the Concentrator Plant, the Rankin 
Works, the Leetsdale Works, the Lackawanna Plant and 
the Maryland Plant. 

Xow, Mr. Examiner, at Baltimore we made a substan¬ 
tially similar motion which was filed with the Board and 
which the Board has, as I stated, suggested be made to you. 

We asked that the Board set a date for oral presentation 
before it by us of our arguments in support of the motion. 
The reason for asking that a date for argument before the 
Board be set was because of the fact that this case, having 
been heard before you, the Board naturally was not 

7600 familiar with all of the facts and the nature of the 
testimony which had been taken. 

Of course, that reason does not exist and now that the 
motion is presented to you, it seems to me that it is not 
necessary, in view of your knowledge of the case, and what 
has taken place, for us to argue the motion. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 don’t think it is necessary at 
all, unless the Board cares to argue. 

Mr. Shawe: No, we don’t want to argue. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. The complaint in 
Case No. C-170 is dismissed in so far as it alleges in Para¬ 
graph 8 that the Respondent and its many partially owned 
subsidiaries have dominated and interfered with the for¬ 
mation of and administration of the various Plans of Em¬ 
ployee Representation located at Seattle, in the State of 
Washington, South San Francisco, Oakland and Vernjm, 
Los Angeles, in the State of California. 

This dismissal is without prejudice to the right of the 
Board to institute a new proceeding or proceedings. 

7601 Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, may I call your 
attention to the fact that as stated in the motion 

which I just made, there are certain allegations in para¬ 
graph 7 to which the motion was directed. Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Paragraph 7 refers to the fact that the Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, a New Jersey Corporation, and its many 
wholly-owned subsidaries, including the respondent, Betn- 
lehem Steel Company, and its partially-owned subsidiaries 
have dominated and interfered with the formation and ad¬ 
ministration of labor organizations known as the Plan (|>f 
Employees Representation at their many plants located i|n 
various states of the United States and have contributed 
financial and other support to such labor organizations. 

Paragraph 7 of the complaint, wherein it refers to “ their 
many plants” is now limited by reason of the introduction 
of evidence on behalf of the Board to the plants known als 
and located, the Cambria Plant located at and near Johns¬ 
town, Pennsylvania; the Bethlehem Plant located at Beth¬ 
lehem, Pennsylvania; the Lebanon Plant located at Le¬ 
banon, Pennsylvania; the Concentrator Plant, also located 
at Lebanon, Pennsylvania; the Rankin Works lo- 

7602 cated at Rankin, Pennsylvania; the Leetsdale Works 
located at Leetsdale, Pennsylvania; the Lackawanna 

Plant located at and near Lackawanna and Blasdell, New 
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York; the Maryland Plant located at Sparrows Point, 
Maryland; and the Steelton Plant located at Steelton, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

The same reservation as to the right of the Board to in¬ 
stitute proceedings concerning other plants is reserved. 

Now, are there any further motions at this time ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, 1 just don’t want, without say¬ 
ing anything, to be understood in assenting in any way to 
the institution of that different proceeding at those plants. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you care to, you may 
simply note an exception to it. 

Mr. Broun: But it may be that that is one of the things 
that takes an automatic exception, if not— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, possibly you had better 
simply show on the record that you have an exception to 
that part of the ruling. 

Mr. Broun: That is so noted is it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is so noted. 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are there any further 
7603 motions? 

Mr. Moore: May I ask for my own information, I 
haven’t examined this recently, isn't there one other place 
where there is a similar reference to “many plants”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I think I covered that. 
If you will look at paragraph 9, see if that is what you are 
referring to, where it says “said plants” and then para¬ 
graph 10 refers to “said plants.” 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: My theory was that by chang¬ 
ing, striking it out above “the said” would then refer to the 
plants that I specifically limited. 

Mr. Moore: I think that is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you disagree with me, we can 
state it possibly in a better way. 

Mr. Moore: No, I think that is sufficient. In other words, 
it is such that with your statement, it makes an amendment 
so as to strike it out, in effect. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is substantially what it 
would have the effect of doing. 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I just wasn’t quite sure! 
my mind whether you named both the plants at Lebanon, 
Pennsylvania ? 

7004 Trial Examiner Bloom: I did, sir. 

Then, as I understand it, there are no further lho- 
tions and no further evidence to be adduced at this time? 

Mr. Shawe: With the exception of the interstate colm- 
meree data. | 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t hear what you said, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: 1 said, with the exception of the interstate 
commerce data. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I specifically reserved the tiipe 
for that, also. Very well, we will adjourn until 11:30, or 
recess until 11:30, and then we will see what the status is. 

(Whereupon, a recess was taken at eleven o’clock a. in. 
until 11:30 o'clock a. m. of the same day, at which time the 
following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing is adjourned unjil 
Monday morning at 9:30 a. m. 

(Thereupon, at 11:40 o’clock a. m., January 21, 1938, tljie 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o’clock a. m., January 2|4, 
1938.) 


7609 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. 
C-170 R-177”. 

The Auditorium, Central High School, Johnstown, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

January 24, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq. 
(Washington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of th^ 
National Labor Relations Board. 
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Hovt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood, 15 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y.), Attorneys on behalf of the Respon¬ 
dents. 


7610 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Mr. Reporter, you may copy this statement, which I am 
handing to you, which is by way of a stipulation. After 
you have copied the stipulation, show this : 

Are there any objections to receipt in evidence of 
Board’s Exhibit 282? 

Mr. Moore: No. 

Mr. Rose: No objection. 

Mr. Shawe No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The document, marked Board’s 
Exhibit 282 for identification, may be received in evidence 
as Board’s Exhibit No. 282, it being understood that the 
document consists of a typewritten statement— 

Mr. Moore: Memorandum. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —Memorandum and a Schedule 
“A” thereto annexed. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Board’s Exhibit No. 282, in evidence.) 

Board’s Exhibit 282, reads as follows: 

44 It is stipulated of record by Counsel for the Board and 
Counsel for the Respondent, Bethlehem Steel Company, 
that if Mr. R. H. Schlottman had appeared as a wit- 

7611 ness in these proceedings in response to the sub¬ 
poena dated August 28, 1937, that was served upon 

said respondent on September 3, 1937, he would have testi¬ 
fied that he is the Assistant Comptroller of said Respon¬ 
dent and of the Respondent Bethlehem Steel Corporation; 
that the statements contained in the memorandum dated 
December 1, 1937, which is entitled, ‘Memorandum of 
Facts, re National Labor Relations Board, Case No. C-170 
and Case No. R-177 (Consolidated)’, and which has been 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


:947 


offered in evidence as Board’s Exhibit No. 282, are true 
and correct to the best of his knowledge and belief; and 
that the compilation of information which is referred tp in 
said memorandum, is the compilation which is physically 
attached to said memorandum and marked ‘Sched- 

7612 ule A’.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Simply say further 
Board’s Exhibit 282 will be retained in the office of the 
Board at Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Martin Malloy will you please take ihe 
stand. 

Martin J. Malloy a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: j 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Malloy, will you state your full 
name? A. Martin J. Malloy. 

Q. Spelling it? A. M-a-r-t-i-n J. M-a-l-l-o-y. 

Q. Where do you live, Mr. Malloy? A. 248 Conemaugh 
Street. 

Q. Is that in the City of Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know when the strike among the employees &t 
the Cambria of the Bethlehem Steel Company began? A. 
11th of June. 

Q. 1937, is that right? A. 1937. 

Q. Do you remember what hour of the day or night 

7613 it began? A. Eleven o’clock Friday evening. 

Q. Eleven o’clock P.M.? A. P.M. 

Q. Were you employed immediately prior to June 11, 
1937 ? A. Yes, I was. 

Q. By whom were you employed ? A. Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. Bethlehem Steel Company ? A. Company. 

Q. What was your job at that time? A. Helper. 

Q. What part of the plant did you work in? A. Finish¬ 
ing department, Gautier. 

Q. Now, what time was that? A. Up until June 4th, then 
I vrent on watchman. 

Q. You became a watchman on June the 4th? A. June 
4th. 

Q. Were you assigned to any particular place as a watch¬ 
man ? A. Just in Franklin. 
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Q. In Franklin? A. Yes. 

Q. You mean by Franklin, the Franklin plant? A. All 
over the Franklin plant. 

Q. Did you work on Tuesday, June 10, 1937, that 

7614 is the day before you say the strike began? A. Yes, 
sir, I did. 

Q. Do you remember what shift or what hours you 
worked? A. Four to twelve. 

Q. That means from four P. M. to twelve midnight? A. 
That is right. 

Q. And did you work on that day all over the plant or 
did you have some particular place to work? A. All over. 
Q. All over the plant? A. All over the plant. 

Q. What were your duties as a watchman? A. Well, to 
watch all hazards, all gas lines, steam lines, all safety, 
parking cars, adjust the change in turns. 

Q. What do you mean by “hazards,” tell me a little more 
in detail? A. Well, broken glass or something overhead 
that was hanging that would fall on somebody. 

Q. Who was your immediate superior to whom, if any 
one, you reported as a watchman ? A. We had two lieuten¬ 
ants. 

Q. Do you remember their names? A. I think Rock was 
one and Patterson, I am not quite sure it was Patter¬ 
son. 

7615 Q. Rock and Patterson? A. Yes. 

Q. I suppose those names are spelled R-o-c-k and 
P-a-t-t-e-r-s-o-n ? A. Maybe I made a mistake in that. 

Q. What was the name? A. One name. 

Q. What was the mistake, it is quite all right to correct 
any mistake you made? A. I don’t know whether it was 
Patterson or Davidson. 

Q. It might have been Davidson? A. Yes, I don’t know 
him very well. 

Q. I see, now do you remember whether or not you 
worked on Friday, June 11,1937, that is the day you say the 
strike started? A. Yes, I did, four to twelve. 

Q. You worked four to twelve? A. Four to twelve. 

7616 Q. And how about Saturday, did you work that 
day? A. I worked six to six, then, Saturday. 

Q. Is that six a. m. to six p.m.f A. No, six in the evening 
until six in the morning. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 3949 


ble- 


Q. Six p.m. until six in the morning, that would be fr<j>m 
Saturday to Sunday, would it? A. That is right. 

Q. Now, that is twelve hours, is it; when you said before 
you worked from four to twelve, eight hours? A. That is 
right. 

Q. Does that mean there was a change in the hours? A. 
A change. 

Q. Well, now, on that day, from six p.m. Saturday to six 
a. m. Sunday, did you work any particular place, or all ovbr 
the Franklin plant ? A. I worked at switch 430. 

Q. Where is switch 430? A. It is at that bridge in Franjk- 
lin. 

Q. Can you describe that a little bit more in detail 
cause, none of us knows very much about the geography 
and we would like to get it straight? A. That is up at the 
end of the yards, where the dispatcher is, the railroad di 
patcher. 

Q. Where is it with reference to the Upper Franklin 
Gate? A. It is to the left of the Upper Franklijn 
7617 Gate. 

Q. As you face towards Franklin Boro, out of tl 
gate? A. That is right. 

Q. And T believe you said it was near the bridge? A. 
It is. 

Q. How would you get to that bridge from the Uppcjr 
Franklin Gate? A. Well, you go up Main Street and turn 
to the left, the first street down toward town, you cross 
that bridge. 

Q. You cross the bridge after you turn to the left? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Do street car tracks go across that bridge or not? A. 
Yes, they do. 

Q. Now, as you stand on the bridge, where is the switch 
box? A. Coining towards town, do you mean? It is on the 
left side. 

Q. Now, you have gone from the Upper Franklin Gate 
to the first turn, and then you turn to the left. As I underj- 
stand, that takes you to the bridge? A. That is right. 

Q. As you walk in that direction and stand on the bridgej 
where is the switch box? A. On the left of the bridge. 

Q. About how fai* away from the bridge is it ? A. Weill 
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I would say it is straight down from the bridge, be- 

7618 tween forty and fifty feet. 

Q. It is below the bridge, is it? A. Below the 

bridge. 

Q. Towards Johnstown? A. Towards Johnstown. 

Q. And what does that bridge cross? A. Railroad tracks. 
Q. And the switch box, I suppose, is located among the 
railroad tracks, is that right? A. In between the railroad 
tracks. 

Q. When I said, Mr. Malloy, that the switch box, or when 
I asked you whether the switch box was located below the 
bridge, I meant below the level of the bridge and on the 
track. Is that what you understood me to mean ? A. That 
is right. 

Q. Well, now, will you describe what, if anything, you 
saw or heard out of the ordinary on that first night you 
worked on the day that you say the strike started? A. 
Well, there was a bunch of men walking across the bridge 
and up and down the road Friday evening. About eleven 
o’clock they started to holler at the fellows going in the 
plant. 

Q. Do you remember what they said? A. Well, they 
asked the men to come out with them. 

Q. Yes. A. Booed them. 

7619 Q. Do you remember anything specific that they 
said? A. Well, there was some of them hollered 

“scabs”. 

Q. Yes. Did you see them do anything other than walk 
up and down the road? A. Not Friday night. 

Q. Now, let’s see, I thought you said that you didn’t work 
Friday night, but worked Saturday night. Did you work 
Friday night also? A. Up until about a quarter to twelve, 
I did. 

Q. I see. Well, now, did you see or hear anything out of 
the ordinary on Saturday night? A. Well, there was a lit¬ 
tle more fellows on the bridge Saturday night. 

Q. About how many would you say ? A. Oh, I would say 
two hundred. 

Q. I see. Did you see them do anything or hear them 
sav anvthing out of the ordinary? A. Not Saturday night, 
they just hollered and paraded up and down the street 
there. 
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Q. Now, where is your home with reference to the Upper 
Franklin Gate, is it towards Johnstown—it is in Johfns- 
town, isn’t it? A. It is down at the end of town. 

7620 Q. What route did you take to go to work? A. 
Drove my car. 

Q. And what gate, if any, did you use? A. I used the 
time office gate. 

Q. Did you have any particular place to which you had 
to report before going to the switch box? A. Yes, time 
office gate. 

Q. Just describe for me what you would do when \ou 
came to work that evening or morning. 

Mr. Rose: What do you mean by “that morning”? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Either the Friday or Saturday, June 
11th or 12th. A. Well, I would go there and punch in. 

Q. At the time office ? A. At the time office gate. 

Q. Then what would you do? A. Well, then they world 
leave me know where to go to. 

Q. I understand you went to the switch box. A. I world 
go to the switch box then. 

Q. Now, did you stay at the switch box for your whcle 
turn without reporting to some one, or did you report 
back ? A. No, I reported back every hour. 

Q. Every hour? Well, now, did you work on Monday, 
June 14th? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

7621 Q. Do you remember what hours you worked thjit 
dav? A. Six Sunday evening: till six Mondav morii- 


Q. Well, now do you remember whether or not anvthii g 
out of the ordinary happened that evening, or whether you 
heard anything out of the ordinary? A. Sunday evening, 
there wasn’t much took place. There wasn’t as many men 
as there was on Saturday evening. 

Q. Well, now’, did you w’ork on Monday ? A. Monday eve¬ 
ning I started at six till six Tuesday morning. 

Q. And that wms at the same place, was it? A. Same 
place. 

Q. Did you have any special place where you stayed with 
reference to the switch box, or were you all around it, in 
it and out of it ? A. I was all around it. 

Q. Will you tell me what, if anything, you saw’ or hearjcl 
out of the ordinary on that evening, Monday, June 14th|? 
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A. Well, it would put you in mind of a war. 

7622 Q. Monday or Tuesday?—what is that? A. It 
would put you in mind of a little war. 

Mr. Rose: Oh, I object to this, Mr. Examiner. I move 
to strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What do you mean by that—now, 
just go ahead and— 

Mr. Broun: Strike it out, Mr. Reporter, and read back 
the question, please. 

(The reporter read back the questions and answers as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Have you got the question now in 
mind, Mr. Malloy? A. Yes, they throwed stones. 

Q. Where did the stones come from? A. The top of the 
bridge. 

Q. And, could you see where they landed? A. Well, you 
couldn’t see, they was going straight through the panes, 
the windows. 

Q. Well, now, just tell me what you saw and what you 
heard, so that we can have the scene, because of course we 
weren’t there. A. Well, me and my buddy were standing 
down at the lower end of the steps. I would say it was 
around seven o’clock. There was a bunch of fellows 

7623 come, young fellows, they all stood up on the top of 
the bridge, there was a bunch of fellows walking 

down the road, and somebody started to throw stones, and 
when one started, they all throwed. They broke every win¬ 
dow in that building but three on the front end. 

Q. What did you do while that was going on ? A. I stood 
down at the bottom of the steps. 

Q. The whole time ? A. Not all the time, I told my buddy 
to go in and call the State police. 

Q. Yes. A. And, I stood there about five minutes after 
he left and I thought it was time to move, so I walked into 
the building. 

Q. After you had gotten into the building, did you do any¬ 
thing? A. Well, I walked up the steps and I took my cap 
off and looked out, went to look out the window and when I 
did, there was a brick, half a brick come through and hit 
me on the head. 
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7624 Q. After that, what did you do, if anything? A. 
I kept in the clear. 

Q. Now, what building are you referring to when you say 
you went ill the building? A. In the switch box. 

Q. Did you hear the crowd saying anything or any mem¬ 
bers of the crowd saying anything or not? A. Well, there 
was a light outside the building, somebody hollered “ Break 
that God damn light.” 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And did anything occur after that or 
not? A. Then, while I was in the building there was a light 
right on top of the desk, I’d say it was about a foot above 
the desk, they broke that light and knocked the telephoi e 
off the desk. 

Q. Did the other light remain burning? A. No, sir, none 
of them did. 

Q. Well, now, were you the only, you and your buddy, I 
believe you referred to, the only persons at the switch bojx 
at that time? A. No, sir, there was three other men. 

Q. Do you know who they were? A. Two colored fellows 
and the dispatcher. 

7625 Q. Was that the place of employment of all of 
those men? A. Well, that was their washroom. 

Q. Well, now, can you tell me anything that you saw or 
heard those men, any of those men do at that time? A. 
Well, the dispatcher picked—the telephone started to ring 1 
and he picked the telephone up and he said to the follow 
that was on the other end— 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, I move to 
strike. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: And he said, “The hell with you.” He 
said, “Do you hear this going on up here?” and he hung 
the receiver up. | 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was that the telephone that you re¬ 
ferred to as having been knocked off the table by a stone ? 
A. That was knocked off the table. 

Q. I believe you said that a light inside the building was 
knocked out, where was that light with reference to the 
telephone ? A. Well, it was right above the telephone. 
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Q. Well, do you remember what, if anything, the two 
colored men that you referred to did? A. I didn’t see them 
coming in the building, and there was some of the 

7626 fellows on top of the bridge hollered down to me and 
my buddy to send them two black bastards out. 

Q. Did you see the colored men at all? A. Not then, I 
didn’t. 

Q. Afterwards’ A. Then I did when they entered the 
building. 

Q. They were inside, were they ? A. They were in there. 
Q. How long, if you know, did the colored men stay in 
the building? A. Well, until after they started, after they 
quit throwing stones and then they snuck out. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) About how long— 

Mr. Broun: I beg your pardon? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) About how long, Mr. Malloy, if you 
remember, did the stoning, or the stone throwing continue? 
A. Well, I would say an hour. 

Q. Can you describe the stones, their size and nature? 
A. Well, some of the stones w’ere as big as your fist, they 
throwed spikes, punch machine slugs, half bricks, 

7627 them pebbles. 

Q. Little round pebbles such as might have come 
out of a creek ? A. It looked like a sand stone. 

Q. Were the stones w’hich you say w’ere as big as your 
list smooth stones or rough ? A. They w r ere rough. 

Q. I believe you told me that wiien you looked out the 
window’ with your cap off you were hit on the head? A. 
That is right. 

Q. Do you know* what hit you? A. I guess I did, it fell at 
my feet, a half a brick. 

Q. A half brick? A. Yes. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. He says it 
is a guess. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, it may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Malloy, w’ill you describe 
what the condition of your head w’as after that? A. Well, 
I thought it caved my head in at first. 

Mr. Rose: 1 move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR BEL. BOARD. 


3955 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what happened. 

The Witness: Then it was— 

Mr. Rose: Does that go out? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, it can be strickeii. 

7628 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Malloy, and tell 
us. A. Then it was like a lump come on as big asjan 

egg. 

Q. Now, you said that you were standing, I belietve, 
at the steps. Where were those steps with reference to the 
bridge and the switch box ? A. Right below the bridge. 

Q. And they were steps of the switch box? A. That is 
right. 

Q. To the door in the switch box ? A. That is right. 

Q. You said that some men were coming down the ro; d. 

Where is the road that you referred to with reference to 
the bridge? A. Well, the road coining toward Johnstown. 

Q. That is the road that leads off of the bridge toward 
Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. As you come off the bridge, does that road go straig it 
or is there a turn in it? A. No, there is a little turn there. 

Q. To the left or the right? A. To the left. 

Q. I think you gave some estimate of the number of win¬ 
dows in the switch box that were broken or weren’t brokeli, 
I wasn’t quite sure of what you said; can you tell me 

7629 about that? A. Well, there was only three panes 
left in the front of the building. 

Q. Now, will you, so that we can get a picture of it, de¬ 
scribe what this switch box building is like? A. Well, it is 
a three-storv building. 

Q. Yes. A. On the first floor is the Latrine. 

Q. Now, what I am more interested in at the moment is 
what the outside of the building is like, rather than the in¬ 
side. A. Well, it is a brick building. 

Q. Yes, and it has windows in it, doesn’t it? A. Yes, it 
has windows in it, about a foot square, I’d say. 

Q. Do you mean that the windows, that the window, it¬ 
self, is only a foot square? A. Well, they are them little 
panes. 

Q. You mean the pane in the window? A. The glass is 
only about a foot square. 

Q. Well, how many of those foot square panes are there 
in each window? A. Well, I don’t know that. 
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Q. More than one, are there? A. Oh, yes, there is more 
than one. 

7630 Q. About how many windows are there in the 
building on the first floor, let us say, in the front? 

A. Well, there is only a couple of windows on the first floor. 

Q. Are there more than that on the second floor? A. I 
didn’t think there is any on the second floor, I don’t think 
there is. The top floor is where all the windows are. 

Q. There are a number of windows, are there, on the top 
floor? A. Yes, sir, practically all around the building. 

Q. Were the windows all around the building broken? 
A. No, just on the front of the building. 

Q. Is that the side toward the bridge? A. That is facing 
the bridge. 

Q. Well, now, on the evening that this stoning you have 
just described took place, will you describe to me the size 
of the crowd on the bridge and on the road? A. Well, I 
would say that there was about two hundred people on the 
bridge. 

Q. Was the bridge full of people or were the people only 
along the sidewalk, if there is a sidewalk? A. There is no 
sidewalk, the bridge was practically full. 

Q. Did you recognize any one in the crowd? A. 

7631 No, I did not. 

Q. Have you since learned the names of anybody 
whom you saw in that crowd ? A. No, sir, I have not. 

Q. Can you tell me whether any person was hit by a stone 
or was it only the switch box that was hit during this ston¬ 
ing? A. That evening? 

Q. That evening, yes. A. I was the only one hit. 

Q. Was any one hit on any other evening? A. Tuesday 
morning there was. 

Q. Can you tell me what you saw or heard with reference 
to that incident ? A. Well, there is a little shanty on the 
outside of that building where there is two time clocks and 
there was a laborer came up alongside the building and he 
got in that little box, I don’t know what he got in there for, 
he was in there anyhow and they started to stone him, 
that was Tuesday morning, and he stayed in there, about, 
oh I would say, ten minutes, and he tried to get back down 
alongside the building and there was a bunch of young fel¬ 
lows on the bridge. 
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They started to stone him. Somebody hit him and t|his 
one fellow hollered “That is a quarter we owe |the 

7632 guy that hit that son of a bitch.” j 

Q. When he started to run, he was running away 
from the bridge, was he? A. Yes, he was running back' in 
toward the plant. 

Q. Do you remember when the so-called martial law was 
started ? A. I think it was on Friday night, I think it was 
the 19th. 

Q. 19th of June, 1937? A. That is right. | 

Q. And you continued to work as a watchman at the 
switch box after that? A. After martial law? 

Q. Yes. A. No, then they put me all around the plant 
again. 

Q. The Franklin Plant, that is? A. That is right. 

Q. Did you receive at the time the strike started or lat 
any time from then until the time of the so-called martjal 
law any special instructions as a watchman? A. No, sjr, 
outside of safety. 

Q. Did you wear a uniform as a watchman? A. I wore a 
pair of leggings, pants and a shirt, cap. 

Q. Did you carry any arms? A. I carried a mace. 

7633 Q. Did you carry any firearms? A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, after the so-called martial law was lifted, 
did you continue'to work all through the Franklin plant? 
A. Yes, sir, I was all around man, all around man. 

Q. You were not assigned to any particular place ? A. 
Well, not until after they blowed that pine line up. 

Q. Were you assigned to some particular place, then? 
Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may go out. 

The Witness: Then I w’as put on the pipe line. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What pipe line? A. Quemahoninj*; 
Dam Line. 

Q. Do you know how to spell that, Mr. Malloy? A. Whatj, 
the dam or the line? 

Q. The name of the dam, the pipe line. A. Q-u-e-n- 
1-i-n-e, isn’t that right? 

Mr. Broun: If I may suggest the spelling, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Broun: If you will, please. 

Mr. Broun: Q-u-e-m-a-h-o-n-i-n-g. 
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The Witness: Quemahoning. 

Mr. Broun: Quemahoning, yes. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, on what part of that line were 
you assigned, or were you assigned on the whole 

7634 line? A. On about a mile of it. 

Q. And where was the mile that you worked on lo¬ 
cated ? A. Between two meter houses. 

Q. With reference to the Franklin plant, where were 
those two meter houses? A. Well, there is a meter house 
above the Open Hearth, the blast furnace, rather, and there 
is a meter house up above Conemaugh Boro. 

Q. Were those the two meter houses that you were be¬ 
tween? A. That is right. 1 

Q. They are relatively near the plant, then, are they ? A. 
That is on the company ground. 

Q. What instructions, if any, did you receive when you 
were assigned to that pipe line? A. Just to make so many 
trips back and forth on the line. 

Q. Were you told to look for any particular thing or 
given any special instructions? A. No special instructions 
at all, outside of making a report every hour. 

Q. What were you to report on every hour? A. Well, 
leave them know I was all right, I guess. 

Q. Was it or was it not a part of your general instruc¬ 
tions as a watchman to guard and protect the company’s 
property? A. That is right. 

Q. Then did you understand or not, when you were 

7635 assigned to the Quemahoning Pipe Line that you 
were to perform your regular duties as a watchman? 

Mr. Rose: Well, that is objected to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question, please. 

(The reporter read the last above question as set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you understand the question, Mr. 
Malloy? A. Yes, that is what my duties w’ere. 

Q. Were you by yourself, were you alone when you were 
there on the Quemahoning Pipe Line? A. No, sir, I had a 
buddy. 

Q. Two of you together? A. There was two of us. 

Q. Do you remember his name? A. Lazer, all I know, a 
fellow by the name of Lazer. 
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Q. Will you spell that? A. L-a-z-e-r. 

Q. I believe you also said that you had a buddy when you 
were at the switch box, was that the same man? A. No, 
sir, it was a fellow by the name of Goddard. 

Q. G-o-d-d-a-r-d? A. That is right. 

Q. Do you know his first name? A. No, I don’t. 

7636 Q. Did you call him anything but “Goddard”? 
A. Just “buddy,” that was all. 

Q. How long did you guard the Quemahoning Pipe Line? 
A. About five weeks. 

Q. And after that, what did you do as a watchman? A. 
Went back into the plant, all around. 

Q. And how long did you stay at that job, is that wh^t 
you are doing now? A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, how long did you act as a watchman all over the 
plant? I suppose you mean the Franklin plant? A. Th^it 
is right. 

Q. How long was that? A. October 15th I went up, back 
to the same job I had before. 

Q. Back into the mill, you mean? A. Back into the mill. 
Q. And I believe you said that was in the Gautier plant ’! 
A. Gautier. 

Q. Is that what you are working at now? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I understand that you mean by that, Mr. Malloy, th<^t 
since October 15th you have not been a watchman? A. Oc¬ 
tober 15th I went back on my own job. 

Q. 1937? A. 1937. ‘ 

7637 Q. Before you became a watchman, had you or had 
you not made any application to secure a job as a 

watchman? A. About a year before. 

Q. What had you done about a year before ? A. 1 put an 
application in. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may cross-examine. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner as incompe¬ 
tent, irrelevant and immaterial. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long have you been employed by 
the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. About twenty-two 
months. 
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Q. And what was your first job for the company? A. 
Helper. 

Q. Will you tell us a little more fully what you did at that 
time? A. You mean when I was first employed? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, anywhere they needed a helper on any 
machines, I was put on there as helper. 

Q. Was that in the Gautier plant, did you say? A. Just 
in the Gautier. 

7638 Q. And when was it that you say you placed your 
application for the job as a watchman ? A. It was in 

October, ’36. 

Q. Can you fix approximately— A. Sir. 

Q. Can you fix approximately the date when you first 
went to work for the company? A. Well, it was after the 
flood, I couldn’t say what date. 

Q. At the time that you placed your application, for a 
position as a watchman, were you working for the com¬ 
pany ? A. Yes, sir, I was. 

Q. With whom did you place that application? A. Mr. 
Bergmann. 

Q. Did you say anything to him at the time? A. Just 
asked him if they needed a watchman at any time, why to, 
if they needed a man and I could fill the position, I would 
like to have it, that was all. 

Q. Did you fill out any written application ? A. No, sir. 
he just took my name, where I worked. 

Q. Did you see on what he took your name? A. What do 
you mean? 

Q. Well, did you see whether or not he wrote your name 
on a piece of paper or book, or something of that 

7639 nature? A. Well, he wrote it down on a piece of 
paper like that (indicating). 

Q. Like what? A. About like this tablet here (indicating 
a pad on the Trial Examiner’s table). 

Q. And when did you next hear about the position as a 
watchman? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that that ques¬ 
tion is note quite clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand it, Mr. Mal¬ 
loy, what the question means? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 
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The Witness: Well, it was about the first of June, ’37. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What happened ? A. 1 went back down 
and asked him if there was an opening. 

Q. I beg your pardon, sir? A. I had went back down and 
asked him if there was an opening. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Bergmann at that time? A. No, sir, 
I didn’t. 

Q. Whom did you see at that time? A. Mr. l>Ic- 

7640 Graw. 

Q. And what did you say to Mr. McGraw’ at that 
time? A. I heard they was taking on watchmens. 

Q. What did he say to you? A. I would have to see Mr. 
Bergmann. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Bergmann? A. I did, the following 
day. 

Q. What did you say to him ? A. Well, I asked him if he 
was needin’ any watchmens, he said he would leave ^ne 
know about three o’clock. 

Q. Did you hear from him around three o’clock. A. I 
went back to him. 

Q. What did he tell you then ? A. Well, he told me he was 
going to put on a couple of men, he ■would give me a try, if 
I qualified for the job, all right, if I didn’t, I would go back 
on my old job. 

Q. Did he say anything else to you? A. Nothing else. 

Q. When were you notified that you were hired as a 
watchman ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me the question 
has been answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not quite sure, I will let him 
answer. 

The Witness: Well, then on the 4th I reported for 

7641 work. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, who asked you to report 
for work? A. What do you mean, asked me? 

Q. Did any one ask you to report for work? A. No, I was 
reporting on duty at Gautier. 

Q. Beg your pardon? A. I was going to my own work oil 
Gautier. 

Q. You mean, you were going to work on June 4th as \\ 
helper ? A. In Gautier. 

Q. Yes, and what happened? A. Well, then, I was noti¬ 
fied to report to Bergmann’s oflSce. 
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Q. Who notified you? A. My boss. 

Q. What is his name? A. Earl is all I know. 

Q. Is that his first name or last name? A. First. 

Q. Do you know what position he holds? A.Well, he was 
the foreman. 

Q. Is he your foreman now ? A. No, sir. 

Q. What mill was he in, did you say the Gautier ? A. Fin¬ 
ishing department. 

7642 Q. At that time? A. That is right, finishing de¬ 
partment. 

Q. Do you know whether he was the general foreman 
or a turn foreman? A. He was just a turn foreman. 

Q. Is he working there now? A. Yes, he is. 

Q. Have you worked under him since June 4th? A. Well, 
I haven’t worked under him, he has placed me, though. 

Q. And since June 4th, have you learned any more about 
his name other than “Earl”? A. That is all I know, that 
is all I ever inquired about, just his first name. 

Q. Well, what did Earl say to you on June 4th? A. He 
just told me that I was to report at Mr. Bergmann’s office. 

Q. Did you report to Mr. Bergmann? A. I went right 
home then, I had went right home then. 

Q. Well, when did you report to Mr. Bergmann’s office? 
A. About nine o’clock in the morning. 

Q. Well, when did he tell you that, on June 4th ? A. Who, 
Earl? 

Q. Yes. A. I had reported to work at Gautier June 4t.h 
at seven o’clock, and he told me that, I went straight home, 
I punched my card out and went back home. 

7643 Q. And when did you see Mr. Bergmann? A. Nine 
o’clock in the morning. 

Q. And what did Mr. Bergmann say to you, if anything? 
A. Well, he told me he was going to give me a trial. 

Q. Did he say anything further? A. That is all. 

Q. Did any other member of the watchmen’s department 
speak to you at that time with reference to this position? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. When did you report for duty? A. Well, I didn’t re¬ 
port, I thought they would give you your clothes. I thought 
they would give you your clothes, leggings and pants. 

Q. Well, did they? A. No, I brought them myself. 

Q. Did you wear a badge? A. I wore a company badge. 
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Q. When did yon receive a badge? A. About two o’clock 
that afternoon. 

Q. Who gave it to you? A. Mr. McGraw. 

Q. Who is he? A. Boy, that is more than I can answer 
you. 

Q. Do you know what position he holds ? A. Him 
7644 and Mr. Bergmann is in the same office. 

Q. Did he say anything to you when he gave you 
the badge? A. Well, he give me my badge and my cap and 
tell me my duties, that was all. 

Q. When did you receive a mace? A. I didn’t receive it), 
I took it. 

Q. Where did you take it from? A. Off the desk, at th^ 
time office gate. 

Q. Will you describe the mace, please? A. Describe it? 


It is just a piece of wood. 

Q. How long was it? A. I would say about 18 inches. 

Q. Did it have a little leather strap at the handle? A. 
That is right. 

Q. I understand you to say that you went back to work 
in the mill on October 15, 1937, is that correct? A. I went 
off that job the 15th, October 15, 1937. 

Q. And when did you go back to work in the mill? A. 
Towards the last of October. 

Q. And did you at that time go back to the same posi¬ 
tion that you had held prior to the time you worked as a 
watchman? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And, have you been working at that position? 
7645 A. I have, when I worked. 

Q. Since then? A. Since then. 

Q. I mean, when you worked, of course? A. When I work 
now, yes. 

Q. Yes. Now, about October 15, 1937, did any one speak 
to you about your job as a watchman? A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, how did you learn that you were going to go 
back to your position as helper? A. When I went after 
my pay. 

Q. What happened? A. Well, he just told me— 

Q. Who told you? A. Mr. McGraw. 

Q. What did he say to you? A. There just wasn’t enough 
work for us, that was all. 

Q. Is that all he said to you? A. That is all, I knowed 
what he meant. 
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Q. Then what did you do? A. I went right up to the 
Gautier and got a transfer to see if I could go back on my 
same job. 

Q. Did Mr. McGraw suggest that you try to get your old 
job back? A. No, sir, he did not, I didn’t leave him have 
chance. I didn’t wait for an answer at that time. 

7646 Q. What do you mean by that, you didn’t wait for 
an answer? A. Well, I went up to my own boss. 

Q. When you took the position as watchman, did you 
take any oath? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you sign any oath ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you understand what I mean by that? A. How 
well I do. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: That is all, Mr. Malloy. 

(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Broun: May we have just a short recess, Mr. Exam* 
iner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Yes: 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, proceed. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. James A. Lawrence, will you please take 
the stand? 

James A. Lawrence a witness called by and on behalf of 
the respondents, being first duly sworn, was exam- 

7647 ined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you please state your full name, 
Mr. Lawrence, and spell it? A. J-a-m-e-s A. L-a-w- 
r-e-n-c-e. 

Q. And, Mr. Lawrence, will you keep your voice up just 
a little so that every one can hear you ? 

Mr. Shawe: I didn’t get the last name. 

Mr. Broun: L-a-w-r-e-n-c-e. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where do you live, Mr. Lawrence? A. 174 Fairfield 
Avenue. 
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Q. 174 Fairfield Avenue? A. Fairfield Avenue. 

Q. Is that in the city of Johnstown, or not ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember when the strike among the em¬ 
ployees at the Cambria plant of the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany began? A. On June 11th. ! 

Q. Do you know what hour of the day or night it began ? 
A. It began eleven p.m. 

Q. That is 1937, of course ? A. 1937. 

7648 Q. Just prior to June 11, 1937, were you em¬ 
ployed? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By whom were you employed? A. Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was your occupation at that time? A. I was <1 
watchman. 

Q. Were you assigned as a watchman to any particular 
place? A. I was a watchman at the wire mill. 

Q. The wfire mill ? A. Wire mill, yes, sir. 

Q. That is a part of the Cambria plant, is it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have any particular place to which you were 
assigned in the wire mill, or were you assigned to the wire 
mill as a whole? A. Wire mill in general, as a whole. 

Q. How long have you been a watchman ? A. I have been 
a watchman since 1936. 

Q. About what part of that year ? A. Around April. 

Q. What were your duties as a watchman ? A. My 

7649 duties as a watchman vras, consisted of, about 70 
per cent safety work, and speaking of safety work, J 

mean to look for hazardous places such as anything hang¬ 
ing in the air, icicles, fallen wires, and any unsafe piling of 
material, loading of trucks or anything that might be dan¬ 
gerous to the employees. 

Q. Now, you mentioned safety work; do you have any¬ 
thing to do in your duties as a watchman with the individ¬ 
uals, safety of individual employees, as distinguished from 
general hazards such as wires and icicles and so on ? A. 1 
wouldn’t say, any more than—no, I wouldn’t say 1 have 
anything general. 

Q. Anything with reference to the equipment of em¬ 
ployees? A. Equipment of employees? 

Q. Yes. A. Nothing any more than goggles and things 
such as that. 

Q. Goggles, you say? A. Yes, sir. 



3966 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. And does that mean that you—strike it out, Mr. Re¬ 
porter. What do you mean by “seeing to goggles of em¬ 
ployees”? A. Well, that is a safety appliance, that is a 
safety appliance. 

Q. Well, explain, if you will, Mr. Lawrence, what 

7650 you have to do with it, what do you do with refer¬ 
ence to goggles of employees? A. Well, I just go 

along and see anything sticking or anything like that where 
boys are liable to get hurt with them, why, I just simply 
advise them that it is not safe conditions, such as that. 

Q. You advise them to put on goggles, do you? A. 1 ask 
them to put on goggles if they are not wearing their goggles. 

Q. Well, now, at that time did you spend your entire time 
within the wire mill doing the things that you have just 
referred to? A. Xo, sir, four hours in the mill and I spent 
four hours at the gate. 

Q. At what gate? A. At the wire mill gate. 

Q. And when you were at that gate, what did you do ! 
A. Well, when I was at that gate I checked on any custom¬ 
ers that come in for wire fence or anything like that, I 
would instruct them where to go and whenever they come 
out they would carry out bills of lading and give me the 
copy of it and leave it, or leave. 

Q. So that you would not permit the trucks or other 
things to go out of the plant with products unless they had 
the proper papers to give to you? A. That’s right. 

7651 Q. And was it your regular employment just prior 
to June 11, 1937 to spend four hours, I think you 

said? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At the gate and four hours inside the plant? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Doing this safety patrol work? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you work on Friday, June 11, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you remember what hours you worked? A. I 
worked from four to twelve. 

Q. Does that mean four p.m. to twelve midnight? A. 
Four p.m. till midnight. 

Q. Till midnight? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And then the next day, Saturday, June 12th, did you 
work that day? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember what hours you worked on that 
day? A. I worked six till six. 
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Q. That is six a. 111 .? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Till six p.m.? A. Yes., sir, no, sir, six p.m. till 

7652 six a.rn. 

Q. So that you started work Saturday night? A. 

Yes, sir. 

Q. And worked until Sunday morning at six a. 111 .? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. And that is twelve hours, isn’t it? A. That is twelve 
hours. 

Q. And it was eight hours a day before, is that correct ? 
A. No, I worked through that night. 

Q. You worked through that night; What do you mean 
by that ? A. I worked until six in the morning that nighj. 

Q. I see. A. My regular turn was four to twelve, it was 
four to twelve. 

Q. As I understand it, then, you started to work at four 
p.m. on Friday, June 11th ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And your regular turn was until midnight? A. That’s 
right. 

Q. But you continued to work until— A. Six o'clock in 
the morning. 

Q. Six o’clock on Saturday morning, June 12th? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. And then you came to work again at six p.m. 

7653 on Saturday, June 12th? A. That’s right. 

Q. And worked until six a. 111 . Sunday, June 13th? 
A. That’s right, six a. 111 . Sunday morning. 

Q. Does that mean that you worked a twelve-hour turn ? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That turn had been increased to twelve hours fro 11 
eight hours? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you work on Thursday, June 10th? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How many hours did you work that day? A. Eigl t 
hours. 

Q. Do you remember between what hours? A. Four to 
twelve, four p.m. to twelve. 

Q. Was that your regular turn that night? A. That wa[> 
my regular turn. 

Q. Did you receive any special or new instructions al 
any time around June 11th or during the strike as to how 
you should perforin your duties as a watchman? A. No, 
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Q. Did you receive any instructions as to how you should 
conduct yourself with respect to any man who might ap¬ 
pear at the gate and picket ? A. No, sir. 

7654 Q. Did you or did you not, Mr. Lawrence, wear a 
uniform? A. I did. 

Q. Will you describe that uniform? A. Well, it was put¬ 
tees, pants, and a shirt, cap. 

Q. Did you wear any insignia of any kind ? A. T had a 
badge and whistle. 

Q. Badge and whistle ? A. That is all. 

Q. Did you carry any amis? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you carry a mace? A. I did, yes. 

Q. Did you carry that all the time during the strike! A. 
No, sir. 

Q . Will vou describe when vou did carrv it and when von 
* . • * 

didn’t, if there were any regular times? A. Well, I didn't 
carrv anv mace when the State Police were there and when 
there was no State Police there, why, we carried a mace 
down through the plant. 

Q. Down through the plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you carry a mace at the gate? A. When the State 
Police was not there, yes, sir. 

Q. When the State Police were there, what did you do 
with the mace? A. Laid the mace in the box. 

7655 Q. Now, in describing your uniform, you didn’t 
say anything about a coat, did you have a coat ? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. I assume the weather was warm, it was fairly warm 
and you did not need one? A. It was warm, I didn’t 
need it. 

7656 Q. Now, did you work again— 

Mr. Broun: Strike it out, Mr. Reporter. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you work again on Sunday, 
June 13th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you work the same shift from 6 P.M. to 6 A.M. ? 
A. Same shift, 6. P.M. to 6 A.M. 

Q. And at that same Wire Mill gate? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, during that shift, from 6 P.M. to 6 A.M., Sun¬ 
day, June 13th, to Monday, June 14th, will you describe 
what if anything out of the ordinary you saw or heard? 
A. Well, on June 13th, being Sunday night, quite a num¬ 
ber of people had gathered there, and around 8:30, approx- 
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imate time, a crowd of men come there and these men stojod 
on the south side of the street and they were loud and 
noisy. Then, some one in the crowd shouted, “Come on 
over here, we will show these steel men how to picket a 
plant”, and they all come running across the street a:id 
yelling and cheering, and they lined up in the driveway. 

Now, they lined up four deep in that driveway. There 
was two abreast facing the east and there was two abreast 
facing the west, then they started sort of a see-saw motion 
across the driveway. 

7657 Well, they kept this up for just a short while, then 
they stopped. They were loud and had all, said 
everything. They passed quite a number of remarks. A 
few of the remarks in particular, T remember, was “Men, 
hold your line,” and “Don’t let any one through it.” “We 
made these mills and these mills belong to us, and we will 
tell them how to run them,” and they also said, “Beat 
every man who tries to enter.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Witness, would you be good 
enough to leave the stand just a moment? I have an an¬ 
nouncement to make. You can walk out there, there is a 
door over in that direction, we will call you back. 


(At this point the witness left the witness stand and thle 
auditorium.) 


7658 Trial Examiner Bloom : There will be no further 
testimony concerning violence or disorder that oc¬ 
curred during the strike in Johnstown among the employee^ 
of the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Certain testimony was adduced by the Board to the 
general effect that no violence occurred during the strike, 
that no disorders took place on the picket lines, that no 
stones were thrown. 

It is apparent from the testimony of some twenty-five 
witnesses produced by the Respondents that the testimony 
offered by the Board does not accurately reflect the facts. 
1 find as a fact that violence did occur during the strike, 
that there was disorder, that stones were thrown on the 
picket lines. The Board, on this state of the record cannot 
find as a fact that there was no violence, no disorder during 
the strike. 
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In my opinion it would be a needless waste of time, con¬ 
siderable expense to all persons concerned, and for no use¬ 
ful purpose, to have further testimony concerning the fact 
that violence occurred during the strike, and I, accordingly 
bar further testimony along such line. 

Counsel for the Respondents have stated in the record 
that such testimony has been offered for two purposes: 1. 
To refute or rebut the testimony offered by the Board; and, 
(2) For the further purpose of showing the reason 

7659 for the activities of: the Citizens’ Committee, the 
Chief of Police of Johnstown, and the Mayor of 

Johnstown. 

It is my studied opinion that such testimony, in so far as 
it is sought to be elicited in support of the second reason 
stated by counsel for the Respondents, is irrelevant and 
immaterial to the issues in those proceedings. 

There will be this exception to the order just announced: 
the Board introduced testimony to the effect that certain 
persons who participated in the strike were thereafter dis¬ 
criminated against by reason of such participation. Tes¬ 
timony concerning specific acts done, or things said by 
such persons, will be permitted. 

Now, T assume that counsel would like to have that read 
back slowly. 

Mr. Moore: Well, not only that, Mr. Examiner, I am very 
much surprised, and taken, really, so much in surprise that 
T must have time to consider what to do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I would be very glad to 
give you the time, of course. 

Mr. Moore: You, apparently, have over the week-end 
given a great deal of consideration to this particular ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have. 

Mr. Moore: And I have not given it any at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I quite understand. Inci- 

7660 dentally— 

Mr. Moore: I am not even prepared to make any 
statement for the record as to my position with reference 
to your ruling, and I am not prepared to go on with a dif¬ 
ferent line of testimony. We have been preparing our¬ 
selves to put in a considerable amount more of testimony 
along the line that we have been putting in, so that, if 
that ruling is to stand in that form, or it does not give 
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us some latitude with reference to violence, we arej not 
now prepared to proceed along a different line. Moreover, 
I don’t think I fully understand just the application of your 
latter statement and— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I— 

Mr. Moore: —I would like to have a chance to consider 
it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I would be glad to—suppose 
we do this then, Mr. Moore: the reporters can write this 
out. You can examine it at your leisure. We could | re¬ 
convene, say at two o’clock, and if at that time you are pre¬ 
pared to state what you have on your mind, about the order 
that I have just announced, why, you might do so. 

I quite realize that you have considerable more testi¬ 
mony along this line and I realize also that you would |iot 
be prepared to go ahead immediately with something else. 
I think you indicated as much the other day when this 
matter first came up. 

Mr. Moore: Correct. 

7661 Trial Examiner Bloom: I certainly would not ex¬ 
pect you to start right in with some other testimony. 
So, suppose we adjourn at this time until two o’clock tljiis 
afternoon. 

Mr. Broun: Before you show the actual adjournment, 
Mr. Examiner, may I make it clear that it is understood 
that the witness who is now on the stand will return at that 
time ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, yes. 

Mr. Broun: Pending whatever action may be taken, with¬ 
out prejudice to the— | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, the adjourn¬ 
ment takes place and the witness conies back at two o’clocjc, 
so far as that goes. 

Well, I think that would be all. 

Mr. Rose: May we, Mr. Examiner, at this time, have it 
specifically noted that we take exception to your ruling? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may. | 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t understand I need to have ah 
exception taken now. I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may state your exceptioji 
or your agreement if you should happen to agree, at twp 
o ’clock. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I assume, if I— if I am not cor- 

7662 rect, you correct me, please—that I will have an 
opportunity to state whatever I think I should state 

for the record, and then if your ruling still stands, to have 
an exception noted at that time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, will you instruct the witness, 
please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Witness, will you return 
please, at two o’clock and do not discuss your testimony 
with any one. 

Wc will adjourn until 2 P.M. 

(Thereupon, at 11:08 o’clock a.m., a recess was taken 
until two o’clock p.m.) 

7663 After Recess 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let the record show that at two 
o’clock p.m., the hearing convened, pursuant to adjourn¬ 
ment. 

At the request of Mr. Moore, attorney for the respon¬ 
dents, who desired more time to consider the rulings an¬ 
nounced this morning by the Trial Examiner, the hearing 
is adjourned until 9:30 tomorrow morning. 

(Thereupon, at 2:05 o’clock p.m., January 24, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned until 9:30 o’clock a.m., January 25, 
1938.) 

7668 “Caption in Board Case designated as Xo. 0-170”. 
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The Auditoiium, Central High School, Johnstown, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

January 25, 1938 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a in. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Hose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., 
(Washington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the 
National Labor Relations Board. 
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Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravatli, de 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood, 15 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y.), Attorneys on behalf of the respon¬ 
dents. 

7669 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, after you made your ruling 
yesterday that there would be no further testimony con¬ 
cerning violence or disorder that occurred during the strike 
at Johnstown among the employees of Bethlehem Steel 
Company and had stated your reasons therefor, I stated 
that I was not then prepared to make for the record a state¬ 
ment as to our position with reference to your ruling, ^ind 
I requested that we be given a little time to consider! it. 
You granted my request. I have now considered your rul¬ 
ing and desire to state the position of the respondents re¬ 
garding it and in that connection to point out to you why 
we think your ruling is incorrect, or, in other words, why 
we should be allowed to continue to introduce evidence jre- 
garding violence, threats of violence, disorders, intimida¬ 
tion, breaches of the peace and general civil commotion! in 
Johnstown during the strike similar to that which we have 
already introduced in the hearing, and, therefore, why we 
think vour ruling should be withdrawn. 

For the sake of brevity in the statement I am about to 
make I shall refer to such violence, threats of violence, dis¬ 
orders, intimidation, breaches of the peace and general 
civil commotion by the term “violence”. 

7670 If I may be permitted to say so, it seems to me 
that your ruling is based upon a misunderstanding 

of our reasons for introducing evidence as to violence and 
for planning to continue with a substantial amount of ad¬ 
ditional evidence along the same line. Such evidence hjas 
been introduced and we have intended to continue wi]th 
similar evidence, in order that we may unquestionably neg¬ 
ative the evidence that has been introduced in this case by 
counsel for the Board in support of the allegations of the 
complaint in Case No. C-170 and may show beyond question 
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that such allegations are not only unsupported by evi¬ 
dence, but are themselves without any foundation. 

In that connection I call your attention to the particular 
allegations of the complaint which I have in mind and on 
which the facts with reference to violence have in my opin¬ 
ion a very pertinent bearing, as I shall later show. Such 
facts have an important bearing upon the allegations of 
paragraphs 13, 14 and 15 of the complaint, and in intro¬ 
ducing evidence with respect to violence and in stating our 
intention to continue to introduce similar evidence, we had 
in mind the allegation of those paragraphs. The allega¬ 
tions of such paragraph 15 should perhaps be more par¬ 
ticularly noted than the allegations of such paragraphs 
13 and 14. By that statement, however, I do not intend 
to imply that the evidence with respect to violence 
7671 is not pertinent to the allegations of such para¬ 
graphs 13 and 14. 

The allegations of such paragraph 15, omitting some 
words that are unnecessary for our present purposes, are 
that the respondents through their officers, agents and rep¬ 
resentatives during the strike of their employees at their 
plant in Johnstown 

(a) conducted a so-called back-to-work movement of re¬ 
spondents’ employees in a manner to interfere with, re¬ 
strain and coerce their employees in the exercise of then- 
rights guaranteed by Section 7 of the National Labor Re¬ 
lations Act; 

(b) caused the streets of Johnstown and surrounding 
communities to be patrolled by armed men for the purpose 
of interfering with, restraining and coercing their em¬ 
ployees ; 

(c) interfered with peaceful picketing by their striking 
employees; 

(d) caused union members and organizers to be unjustly 
arrested, detained and sentenced; 

(e) caused union members to be brutally attacked and 
beaten in its said plant; 

and further that the respondents thereby and by other ac¬ 
tions and means interfered with, restrained and coerced 
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their employees in the exercise of the rights gu|ar- 

7672 anteed in such Section 7. 

I have not had time since yesterday to go over all 
the evidence that was introduced by counsel for the Board 
apparently with a view to establishing the allegations j of 
paragraph 15 of the complaint and of the other paragraphs 
thereof that I have mentioned. You will remember, how¬ 
ever, that such counsel introduced a considerable amount 
of evidence to show what was done by the City of Johiis- 
town and its Mayor and Chief of Police during the strike 
with reference to the action of its regular police, the addi¬ 
tion of regular and special policemen and the actions of 
such special policemen, the action of the Mayor himself at 
the gates of the Cambria Plant, with particular reference 
to the picket lines and alleged interference with peaceful 
picketing, the acquisition by the City of Johnstown of addi¬ 
tional equipment, particularly tear gas equipment, the hid¬ 
ing of taxicabs for the use of special policemen and others, 
the feeding of policemen, and the making of expenditures 
for other purposes, which apparently counsel for the Boarq 
sought to show was improper. 

7673 At the very beginning of the introduction of evil 
dence along such lines, we, as counsel for the re 

spondents, objected to it on the ground that it was incomj- 
petent, irrelevant and immaterial, we stating as our par 
ticular reason therefor that no connection had been shown 
between either of the respondents and the City of Jolms-j 
town or its Mayor or its Chief of Police. We further stated 
that what was done by the City and its Mayor and its Chief 
of Police was done for the purpose of maintaining law and 
order in the City and of preserving the right to work of 
those who desired to work free from interference on the 
part of anyone. Our objection was overruled by you and 
you consistently overruled similar objections -which we con¬ 
tinued to make each time a witness w'as called to give tes¬ 
timony along any of the lines which 1 have just indi¬ 
cated. 

7674 Similarly, over our objection which w'e made as 
we then stated for a similar reason, you allowed a 

great deal of evidence to be introduced regarding the ac¬ 
tion during the strike of the so-called Citizens’ Committee 
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of Johnstown. Our claim was and is that the action of 
the Citizens’ Committee was not in any way caused or even 
prompted or encouraged by anything done by either of the 
respondents or any one or more persons representing or 
purporting to repesent them or either of them. We be¬ 
lieve that that Committee acted solely in the interest of the 
citizens of Johnstown and the surrounding communities to 
the end that law and order might be maintained and the 
right of employees to work preserved free from interfer¬ 
ence. We also believe that that Committee did what it did 
solely because of the fact that violence had become rife in 
Johnstown and the surrounding communities and that the 
citizens of Johnstown felt that they should do everything 
within their power to maintain, and to encourage others to 
help maintain, law and order in Johnstown and the sur¬ 
rounding territory. In order to do that what we believe 
to be our full duty in that regard to our clients, it has been 
necessary and is still necessary that we show of record what 
the conditions were here during the strike,—that violence 
was rife, and that such conditions and violence required 
that the citizens, however constituted, as well as the 

7675 City and its Mayor, do what they did, and that we 
thereby force the conclusion, especially when sup¬ 
ported by direct testimony, as it will be, on the part of wit¬ 
nesses whom we intend to call, that the respondents did 
not have anything whatsoever to do with causing the City 
of Johnstown and its Mayor to do what they did or the 
Citizens’ Committee of Johnstown to do what it did. 

The evidence regarding violence which we have intro¬ 
duced and have planned further to introduce bears directly 
upon the allegation of the complaint that the respondents 
conducted a so-called back-to-work movement of the em¬ 
ployees of Bethlehem Steel Company; that the respondents 
caused the streets of Johnstown and surrounding commu¬ 
nities to be patrolled by armed men; that the respondents 
interfered with peaceful picketing among their striking em¬ 
ployees; that the respondents caused union members and 
organizers to be unjustly arrested, detained and sentenced; 
and that the respondents caused union members to be bru¬ 
tally attacked and beaten in the Cambria plant. 

7676 Our position is that the violence which was com¬ 
mitted and also threatened here in Johnstown dur- 
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ins: the strike last June, and the existence of which cannot 


be seriously challenged, shows that any baek-to-work move¬ 
ment that was made during the strike was not only justified 
but necessary, and that no real rights of anyone were 
thereby interfered with; that, if armed men patrolled t}ie 
streets of Johnstown and the surrounding communities, 
violence demanded that they should do so and that at aby 
rate the respondents had nothing to do with it; that peace¬ 
ful picketing did not generally exist at the gates of the 
Cambria Plant and that in no case was picketing inter¬ 
fered with by either of the respondents; and that, if union 
members and organizers were arrested, detained and sen¬ 
tenced here in Johnstown or in the surrounding commi]i- 
nities, the arrests, detention and sentences were justified 
by the violence which existed during the strike. 

7677 I believe, Mr. Examiner, that you will see from 
what I have just said that you have misunderstood 

the reasons which we have had in mind in introducing ip 
this case evidence as to violence and in planning to continue 
with similar evidence. In your ruling yesterday yoji 
stated that the respondents had stated of record that th^ 
testimony was offered for two purposes; namely, (1) to 
refute or rebut the testimony offered by the Board, and (2) 
to show the reason for the activities of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, of the Chief of Police of Johnstown and of its 
Mayor. 

I have not been able since the adjournment yesterda^ 
to examine all the statements that we have made of recor(jl 
as to our reasons for introducing evidence as to violence^ 
but I think that your statement indicates that you have 
not clearly understood what we, from time to time, perhaps 
imperfectly, have stated. If the testimony offered by the 
Board to which you referred in the first purpose which you 
stated is testimony as to violence, then your statement i^ 
hardly correct. Our real purpose in introducing evidenc^ 
as to violence during the strike was not to refute or rebut 
the testimony that there was no violence given by certain 
witnesses called by counsel for the Board. Although the 
evidence which we have introduced and had planned 

7678 to continue to introduce concerning the actual con¬ 
ditions in Johnstown during the strike necessarily 

shows, as you in effect stated yesterday, that the testi- 
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mony given by witnesses called by counsel for the Board 
was incorrect, it has in our view a far broader significance. 
When you, however, stated that it is our purpose in offering 
testimony of violence to show the reason for the activities 
of the Citizens ’ Committee, the Chief of Police of Johns¬ 
town and its Mayor, you did not completely set forth our 
purpose. It is not our contention that the reason or rea¬ 
sons which prompted that Committee and those officials to 
do what they did in and of themselves are relevant and 
material to these proceedings. What we are trying to do 
in introducing that line of evidence is to show that they 
did, because violence unquestionably was present every¬ 
where in Johnstown and its surrounding communities, and 
thus to disprove the contention of the Board that they acted 
because they were influenced by the respondents. Our 
contention is that such violence forces the conclusion that 
the allegations of paragraph 15 of the complaint, as out¬ 
lined above, are unfounded. Hence the clear pertinency 
and materiality of the testimony which your ruling 
7679 will bar. 

To repeat, we are not endeavoring to show vio¬ 
lence or threats of violence to the end that anyone may 
be prosecuted therefor, but rather to show that the action 
which was taken by the City of Johnstown, its Mayor and 
Chief of Police and by the Citizens’ Committee was taken 
solely because such violence demanded that it be taken and, 
therefore, that neither of the respondents had anything 
whatsoever to do with such action, and also to show that 
all action taken by the respondents with reference to the 
strike, whatever it may be shown to have been, was taken 
for the purpose of protecting the property and business of 
the respondent Bethlehem Steel Company and the lives 
and persons of its employees from unlawful aggression and 
not for any purpose or in any manner inconsistent with 
the rights of anyone. We believe that it is impossible to 
understand what took place in Johnstown during the strike 
last June and to arrive at the proper conclusion in this 
case, unless the scene in which the action of the Mayor, the 
Citizens’ Committee and the City was placed shall be 
clearly shown. We do not urge that evidence with respect 
to violence is competent, relevant and material to establish 
violence as such, but rather that it is competent, relevant 
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and material to show the situation and background wljich 
existed in Johnstown in June, 1937, in order tha t a 

7680 proper conclusion may be arrived at in this case. 

I have said that we have planned to continue to 
call witnesses to testify as to violence, and I have state4 in 
general terms, but with particular reference to paragraph 
15 of the complaint, our reasons for calling such witnesses. 
I should add that in pursuing that line of defense we have 
endeavored, and shall continue to endeavor, to avoid du- 
plication of evidence with respect to violence, except in 
so far as it shall appear to be necessary in order to phint 
the whole picture or to clarify or corroborate the testi¬ 
mony of a witness which shall not be clear or has b^en 
challenged by counsel for the Board. 

7681 There is another point in the statement which you 
made in connection with your ruling that seems to 

me to call for comment by counsel for the respondents. 
You said, in substance, that it is apparent from the testi¬ 
mony of some twenty-five witnesses produced by the (re¬ 
spondents that the testimony offered by the Board dcjes 
not accurately reflect the facts, and that you find as a fict 
that violence did occur during the strike, that there was 
disorder, and that stones were thrown on the picket lin^s. 
You further stated that the Board on that state of the rec¬ 
ord cannot find as a fact that there was no violence or ho 
disorder during the strike. 

It is not clear to me what the effect of such finding by 
you, or your statement as to what the Board cannot cio, 
is or may be. As I understand it, Case No. C-170 and Case 
No. R-177, the two cases which make up the Consolidated 
Case, are cases upon a complaint and a notice of hearing, 
respectively, issued by the Board itself and the Board alone 
will make the decisions therein. That means, as I under¬ 
stand it, that any finding of fact or any decision on ai|iy 
point made by the Trial Examiner, either during the head¬ 
ings or after they shall have been closed, cannot have any 
binding effect upon the Board, unless it be that the Board 
in advance shall agree that such finding shall be bindiiig 
upon it. 

7682 The difficulties, Mr. Examiner, which apparently 
exist are not due to anything which the respondents 

have done or propose to do in connection with this casje. 
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If I may be permitted to say so, those difficulties result 
rather from the allegations of paragraphs 13, 14 and 15 
of the Complaint which I believe make only for a long 
drawn-out hearing, and which can lead to nothing and re¬ 
sult in nothing except great and unreasonable expense, 
particularly for the respondents. It is necessary to intro¬ 
duce evidence as to violence, in order that the respondents 
may clear themselves from all charges made in the Com¬ 
plaint, including, of course, the charges, indirect if not 
direct, that Bethlehem Steel Company caused or promoted 
the actions of the City of Johnstown and its Mayor and 
Chief of Police, and also those of the Citizens’ Committee 
of Johnstown during the strike and the so-called back-to- 
work movement of its employees while the Cambria Plant 
was shut down under orders from the Governor of Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

7683 I have referred to the pertinence and materiality 
of evidence as to violence with particular reference 

to the allegations of paragraph 15 of the complaint. As 
I have also indicated, such evidence is also pertinent and 
material to the allegations of paragraphs 13 and 14 of 
the complaint. For instance, in paragraph 13 of the com¬ 
plaint it is alleged, in substance, that the respondents, dur¬ 
ing the period mentioned in that paragraph, kept their em¬ 
ployees and the organizers of the union under surveillance 
for the purpose of ascertaining which of their employees 
joined or assisted the union or engaged in concerted ac¬ 
tivities with other employees of the respondents for the 
purpose of collective bargaining and other mutual aid and 
protection. 

7684 Tw’o lines of defense readily occur to one in con¬ 
sidering that allegation. First, the introduction of 

direct evidence to show’ that the respondents did not keep 
their employees and the organizers of the union under sur¬ 
veillance for the purpose stated, or for any other purpose, 
and, secondly, of evidence which will show’ that whatever 
wras done by the respondents which is charged to have been 
surveillance for the purpose stated, w’as not done for such 
purpose, but rather in order to protect their property and 
officers and other employees from bodily harm: We have 
had and still have this second point in mind in introducing 
evidence as to violence, because we believe that such evi- 
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dence will clearly justify all action which the respondents 
took in order to protect their property and the:.r 

7685 employees. 

Moreover, counsel for the Board have introduced 
some evidence with a view to proving another allegation df 
paragraph 13, namely, that the respondents have denounced 
the union, its organizers and members and in other ways 
have manifested their hostility to the union. Some such 
evidence has been with respect to statements made either 
orally or through advertisement in the press by the Citi¬ 
zens ’ Committee or the Mayor or others who, as the re¬ 
spondents claim, are in no way connected with the re¬ 
spondents and for whose acts the respondents are in no way 
responsible. The position of the respondents in that regard 
has been challenged and with that in mind we have intro¬ 
duced and have planned to continue to introduce evidence 
of violence for the purpose of showing that, if any one has 
made any denunciation such as that alleged, it has been 
fully justified. To be more specific, the claim of the Board 
and its counsel is that the respondents have been behind 
the City of Johnstown, its Mayor and Chief of Police, and 
behind the Citizens’ Committee and the Citizens’ National 
Committee in all that they, respectively, have done. So 
long as that claim and the allegations of the complaint 
upon which it rests remain, the respondents are entitled to 
show that, even if the claim be correct, and we have con¬ 
stantly asserted and still assert that it is not, great 

7686 violence was done in Johnstown during the strike, 
that riot was rife here and, therefore, that those facts 

amply justified everything that was done here regardless 
of whether any person or persons, or concern or concerns, 
caused such action of the City, its Mayor and Chief of Po¬ 


lice and the Citizens’ Committee. 


7687 The same thing may be said of any evidence re¬ 
garding statements of or action by those claimed t if 
be supervisory employees of either respondent or of state¬ 
ments or action by or on behalf of either respondent, an<J 
we have introduced evidence regarding violence and hav(^ 
planned to continue to introduce such evidence, because we 
are convinced that it is pertinent in that regard also. 

Again in Paragraph 14 of the complaint, it is charged 
that the respondents, while engaged at their plants a'; 
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Johnstown and Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, and Sparrows 
Point, Maryland, during the period mentioned in that para¬ 
graph, have maintained arms in such plants and have hired 
and utilized the services of many men as police and guards 
and in other capacities with the intention and effect of in¬ 
terfering with, restraining and coercing their employees 
in the exercise of the rights guaranteed by Section 7 of 
the National Labor Relations Act. 

7688 In introducing evidence as to violence and in plan¬ 
ning to continue to introduce such evidence, we have 

had in mind the allegation of such Paragraph 14, because 
we believe that with violence going on at the gates of the 
plant and with highly tense and excited crowds there, any 
moment the precipitation of riot might have been expected 
and a massed attempt to destroy the properties of the re¬ 
spondent Bethlehem Steel Company might have been made. 
We believe that confronted by such conditions the respond¬ 
ents had the unquestionable right fully to protect their 
properties, and that whatever they may be shown to have 
done for that purpose, was fully justified. Moreover, cer¬ 
tain evidence was introduced by counsel for the Board with 
respect to statements allegedly made and action allegedly 
taken by persons other than officials of the City of Johns¬ 
town, and members of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee. 
It seems to us sufficient at this time to say that such evi¬ 
dence stands on the same footing as that with respect to 
such City, its Mayor and Chief of Police and such Com¬ 
mittee. Hence all evidence as to violence is not only ma¬ 
terial, pertinent and competent, but, as we see it, we as 
counsel for the respondents would be remiss in our duty, 
if we did not offer such evidence and insist to the fullest ex¬ 
tent that it is admissible and that it would be error 

7689 to exclude it. 

It does not seem to us that it should be necessary 
further to analyze the allegations in the complaint or the 
evidence that has been introduced by counsel for the Board, 
in order to show that the ruling of the Examiner that no 
further testimony concerning violence or disorder that oc¬ 
curred during the strike in Johnstown among the employees 
of Bethlehem Steel Company can be given in this case, is 
erroneous and constitutes a denial of due process of law. 
It is only necessary for us to reiterate that the evidence 
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which we have introduced, and which we had planned far¬ 
ther to introduce, with respect to violence is relevant, riia- 
terial and competent and is necessary clearly to show the 
background against which the allegations of Paragraphs 
13,14 and 15 of the complaint must be considered, in orqer 
that a proper conclusion can be arrived at in this case. J 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does that conclude the state¬ 
ment? 

Mr. Moore: That finishes the statement that I desireIto 
make, Mr. Examiner, yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner, perhaps it is only 
fair to you,—1 have been forced to read it rather than to 
submit a copy without your having a copy before 
7690 you—that you should have a little time to examine ft. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I had the same 
thought in mind. We will take a brief recess at this time. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will come to orde^. 

I have considered the statement made by counsel for 
the respondents with reference to the rulings made by me 
yesterday, January 24th, concerning testimony as to vio¬ 
lence that occurred during the strike at Johnstown during 
the month of June, 1937. Having in mind the purposes of 
such testimony as set forth at length by counsel for re- 
spondents, I am of the opinion that the rulings made are 
proper. The rulings will stand. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, yesterday Board’s counsel 
noted an exception to your ruling. That was before we 
had had the opportunity to read it and study it, such as 
counsel for the respondents did, and we made that excep¬ 
tion immediately after you announced that ruling. We 
now have had the opportunity to study it and we desire 
that our exception be specifically confined to that first por|- 
tion of your ruling for finding which concerned violence 
during the strike, and that there was no disorder and tha 
stones were thrown on the picket lines. 
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7691 Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may so show. 

Mr. Moore: I would like to have our exception to 

the ruling particularly noted, Mr. Examiner, I assume that 
it automatically would be. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think in a case of this 
kind it might be well if you stated it specifically. 

Mr. Moore: And at the proper time,—it may not be that 
you care to do it now—I would like to have you state a 
little bit more clearly to me what is the exact meaning or 
application of the exceptions which you stated yesterday. 

I have before me the transcript, a copy of the transcript, 
of the record, and that shows that you said: “There will 
be this exception to the order just announced: The Board 
introduced testimony to the effect that certain persons who 
participated in the strike were thereafter discriminated 
against by reason of such participation, testimony con¬ 
cerning specific acts done or things said by such persons 
will be permitted.” 

That limitation at the end bothers me and T don’t quite 
understand what vou meant. I saw it isn’t necessarv that 
you tell me now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I would be glad to 

7692 sit down with all counsel and explain that particular 
portion of it, if counsel care to. 

Now is there anything further at this time? 

Mr. Moore: Well, yes, I think perhaps Mr. Broun might 
state what we have in mind with reference to the witness 
who was on the witness stand, and then I suggest that, if 
agreeable to you, you and counsel for the Board and our¬ 
selves, sit down for a few minutes, perhaps in chambers, 
if that is agreeable to you, and discuss proceedings from 
this point on, or at least for the immediate future. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We shall be very glad to do so. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, you appreciate, of 
course, that at the time you made your ruling yesterday 
morning, Mr. Lawrence, the witness on the stand, was in 
“mid-Career”, so to speak. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was what? 

Mr. Broun: Was in “mid-career”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I would say— 

Mr. Broun: And I— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I would say that we were fight 
in the middle of a group of men who were weaving ^>ack 
and forth. I am afraid we are going to stay there. | 

Mr. Broun: Now, I would like to make an offer of 
7693 proof as to Mr. Lawrence, or, if you prefer, we can 
delay the making of that offer until after our (con¬ 
ference. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, T think we might just us 
well have our conference now and decide what procedure 
we will follow in the immediate future. 

Mr. Broun: Verv well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will recess at 
time until 11:30. 

(Thereupon, at 10:30 o’clock a. m., a recess was taken 
until 11:30 o’clock a. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will be adjourjied 
at this time until Friday morning, January 28, 1938, at 
9:30 o’clock a. m. 

(Whereupon, at 11:30 o’clock a. m., January 25, 1938, 
the hearing was adjourned to 9:30 a. in., January 28, 193(8.) 

7698 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-17(j)”. 

R-17| 

The Auditorium, Central High School, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania. 

January 28, 1938 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursu¬ 
ant to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

FRANK BLOOM, 

Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earl K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood, 15 Broad Street, No 1 
York, N. Y.), Attorneys on behalf of the respondent i 
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7699 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, before we begin this morning, 
may I make a brief statement for the record? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, with your permission, counsel 
for the Board would like to clarify the exception which we 
took to the ruling pertaining to violence which you handed 
down on January 24, 1938, on pages 11,663-11664 of the re¬ 
cord. 

Board’s counsel would like at this time to have speci¬ 
fically noted of record an exception to that portion of your 
ruling and finding contained in paragraph 3 on page 11,- 
663, beginning with the words: “It is apparent—” and end¬ 
ing with the words: “During the strike.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What paragraph is that? 

Mr. Shawe: Paragraph 3. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On what page? 

Mr. Shawe: 11163. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that 11163? 

Mr. Shawe: It is 11663,1 am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And how does that sentence 
start ? 

Mr. Shawe: “It is apparent.” 

7700 Trial Examiner Bloom: And how does it end? 

Mr. Shawe: It ends, “During the strike.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, the record may so 
show. 

Mr. Moore: May I have the stenographer read it back, 
I don’t understand just what happened? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you repeat that, please? 

(The reporter read the above statement of Mr. Shawe.) 

Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discusison off the record.) 

Mr. Shawe: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or on the record? 
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Mr. Shawe: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

7701 Mr. Shawe: May the record also show that tjhis 
exception, which we have just taken, be substituted 

in lieu of the exception which we took to this same ruling 
on January 24th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you also took an excep¬ 
tion on January 25th. 

Mr. Shawe: And the exception we took on January 25th. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Shawe: And, this exception shall be in the nature of 
a clarification of the previous two exceptions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, isn’t that a trifle in¬ 
consistent? You say you are substituting this for some¬ 
thing that you are clarifying. 

Mr. Shawe: I think you are right. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. As T understand 
it then, Mr. Shawe, the last exception taken is in lieu of the 
two previous exceptions taken to the same ruling and find¬ 
ing, is that correct ? 

Mr. Shawe: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Moore. 

7702 James A. Lawrence resumed the stand as a wit¬ 
ness by and on behalf of the Respondents and having 

been previously duly sworn testified as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Lawrence, did you at any time 
while you were stationed at the Wire Mill Gate during th|e 
strike, interfere in any way with picketing there? A. No, 


Q. Did you during the strike at any time interefere wi 
picketing in any way? A. No, sir. 


398S BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. Did you, while you were stationed at the Wire Mill 
Gate during the strike, see any police officers of the City of 
Johnstown at that gate? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you, while you were stationed at the Wire Mill 
Gate during the strike, see any of the police officers of the 
City of Johnstown, whom you saw there, interefere with 
picketing in any way ? A. Xo, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I shall now make an offer of 

proof as to what the witness now on the stand, Mr. James 

A. Lawrence, if he were permitted to continue to testify, 

would further testify to. 

* 

7703 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well,— 

Mr. Broun: I appreciate that the offer probably 
comes within the ruling which you made on January 24, 
1938, and which you affirmed on January 25, 1938, whereby 
you barred further testimony with respect to violence or 
disorder at the time of the strike among the employees at 
the Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company, in 
June, 1937. 

T shall, however, make such offer so that I may have your 
ruling on it. 

Xow, I think I should say, Mr. Examiner, that I have a 
draft of my offer of proof written out here and it is ap¬ 
proximately ten pages long. I should also say, however, 
that this witness presents, with respect to offer of proof, 
a rather extraordinary situation, because of the fact, as you 
know, that he was a watchman stationed for practically the 
duration of the strike, or at least for the first week of the 
strike—if the* strike lasted any longer than that—at a gate, 
and therefore is able to testify to a number of instances 
of violence and disorder. 

7704 We had planned, and intended to call here, numer¬ 
ous other witnesses to give testimony with respect to 

violence and disorder during the strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Approximately how many? I 
ask that because, in connection with this offer of proof, it 
seems to me the number of witnesses which you intended to 
call, and the length of the offer, might have some bearing 
on the ruling I might make. 

Mr. Broun: We aren't able to say, because we don’t know, 
Mr. Examiner, how many we will call, because the situation 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 3989 


e- 

r. 

fi 


is this: We are going, we were going along, keeping |the 
grist in the mill, so to speak. We had and have a numbeij of 
persons a rather substantial number, whom we know, knjow 
about violence during the strike. We have not examined in 
detail all those persons to determine just which ones jwe 
desire to call as witnesses. We did have, at the time you 
made your ruling, witnesses ready, which we thought woiild 
carry us for tw T o or three days, and there also are persons 
whom we would call, and expect to call, to testify as to other 
phases of the case, who also know about violence. 

Now, I have here also an offer of proof ready with r 
spect to a number of other witnesses in addition to M| 
Lawrence. The offer as to those witnesses, I believe, wou 
likewise fall within your ruling, and that oiler is 

7705 nothing like as long, when you relate it to the number 

of witnesses, as the offer with respect to Mr. Law¬ 
rence. I 

Now, I have no desire to needlessly take up the time olf 
the hearing, and I would suggest that, instead of reading 
these offers of proof into the record and consuming timb 
in that way, that, if you so direct, and Board's counsel w T ill 
consent to the arrangement, we simply hand the offers of 
proof to the reporter and have them set forth in the record, 
as though fully stated therein. J 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, here is my view of it. Th 
theory of an offer of proof, and the purpose of it, as I under 
stand it, is to acquaint the Board, or a reviewing court, with 
the material and the theory on which the proof barred was 
sought to have been adduced, or to have been elicited. 

Now, we have in the record a substantial amount of tes¬ 
timony concerning various facts of violence. We have also 
my ruling barring such further testimony, and then there 
is a very complete—and I think a very clear—statement of 
the purpose which Mr. Moore made the other day. It would 
seem to me that offers of proof of specific acts of violence 
would simply, on this state of the record, simply clutter 
the record up, lumber the record up, and I frankly see 

7706 no necessity for offers of proof as to the testimony 
that, the type of testimony that was barred. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that more 
is required in the record and that we are entitled to have 
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more in the record, than a statement, however clear, of our 
purposes in intending to go ahead with proof with respect 
to violence, our reasons for thinking that such further proof 
is relevant, competent and material. It seems to me that 
the respondents are entitled to have the record show, so 
that the Board or a reviewing court, will know, not only 
that the respondents consider further testimony to be com¬ 
petent, relevant and material, but what the nature of that 
testimony in concrete form would have been, rather than a 
statement of the reasons that they think it proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it seems to me that if my 
ruling the other day was wrong, the Board, or a Court, can 
determine from the record as it stands, why I am wrong. 
There is a certain amount of testimony of violence in the 
record, and the purpose for adducing more testimony has 
been, as I have said, rather fully and clearly stated by Mr. 
Moore. I don’t think anything will be added by having 
offers of specific acts. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, if I may speak— 

7707 Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Moore: —it seems to me that there is a total 
misunderstanding of what I said and of the purpose for 
which we are calling the witnesses and ask to be allowed to 
adduce the testimony. 

7708 What we are trying to do is to show that the reason 
for the action bv the Citv Government and bv the 

Citizens Committee was not anything which the respondents 
asked to have done or were the cause of having done and 
so long as the allegations are in the complaint that the 
motivating cause for the actions of the Citizens Committee 
and of the City was the desire io favor the respondents, if I 
may put it that way, I don’t see how we can stop or why we 
should be required to stop until we have gone as far as we 
think it is necessary for us to go in order to overcome those 
allegations. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, how does that bear, Mr. 
Moore, on this question of the offer of proof? 

Mr. Moore: Why, it is because we desire to have before 
the Court, if we ever get there, a statement of what we 
would have proven and then be in a position where the 
Court could say that if we had been allowed to have proved 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 3991 


it, we would have overcome any allegations of the complaint 
that the motivating cause, as 1 have said, of the action of 
the Citizens Committee and of the City Government was a 
desire to favor the respondents. 

Mr. Broun: Let me add this, Mr. Examiner, that as the 
record now stands nothing is specifically shown other than 
by way of argument or statement as to what further 

7709 testimony along the line we have to offer and it seejns 
to me that the respondents are entitled to have the 

record show what they do have to offer further. 

Mr. Moore: The suggestion which we are making, Mr. 
Examiner, does not do any more than require whoever 
reads the testimony to read a few more pages. It will pe 
put in as compact form as we can put it and that will |dc 
fairly compact, I am sure. 

The difficulty with the answering of your question is due 
to the fact, as I stated to you in conference the other day, 
and as Mr. Broun has just stated, we were keeping about 
two days ahead of the hearing, and as you know, in all such 
cases you examine, or confer with, interview a great many 
more witnesses than the number of those whom vou have 
called and it requires some time. So it is impossible for qs 
to give any exact number. 

7710 Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, I quite appreciate 
that. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there is one other point, ip 
view of my statement that the offer of proof in connection 
with further testimony of Mr. Lawrence was ten pages long 
—perhaps it was alarming to you that it was ten pages 
long, and you asked a question with regard to the mattelr 
before I had gone on to point out to you that the offer o£ 
proof which I have ready with respect to other witnessed 
covers fourteen ■witnesses and is only twenty-two pages, 
which is less than, or just shortly over a page, or perhaps a 
page and a half per witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I understand it, Mr. Broun, 
vou have these offers all written out ? 

Mr. Broun: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I would like to think about it a 
little while, I can’t see any particular prejudice if I reserve 
ruling on the offer because, as I understand, it is written outj 
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and if I decide that you should be permitted to make the 
offer, you can, of course, make it at this time, or at that 
time, just as easily as now, by way of written offer, that is, 
you could put the written offer itself in. Do you see any 
objection to that procedure, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: No, 1 take it that, of course, the offer of proof 
with reference to Mr* Lawrence will be made while 

7711 he is on the stand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I should like to reserve 
ruling on that one also. I understand from Mr. Broun’s 
statement that he has it all written out. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So that it could go into the re¬ 
cord in the same fashion that the others would go in, if 1 
decide that the offers should be permitted. 

Mr. Moore: Y"es. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, I don’t want to 

prejudice your record by reserving ruling on it, but I would 

like a little time to think the matter over. 

Mr. Moore: Well, my understanding of the practice is 

that where an offer of proof is made it is necessary for you 

to rule on each one of the offers as to whether you will or 

will not allow the proof to be adduced, so that if they are 

put in written form necessarily it would require a little time 

for vou to look them over and see what thev are. 

« * 

Mr. Broun: I would suggest, Mr. Examiner, that we 
might make the offer rather than state it, simply handing 
it to the reporter, so that it can be transcribed into the re¬ 
cord and I can at the same time hand you a copy so that you 
can read it in a short time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, the question as I see it, 

7712 Mr. Broun, is as to whether I will permit the 
offers to be made in the record in view of the fact that 

I am presently of the opinion that the ruling that I made 
and the explanation, when taken together with the testi¬ 
mony already in the record, would sufficiently inform the 
Board or a reviewing Court of the basis for the ruling and 
what would subsequently come into the record. 

Mr. Broun: If I understand, Mr. Examiner, the statement 
that you have just made is not a ruling? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: No, it is not, 1 think 1 have in¬ 
dicated 1 would like a little time to think it over in view pi' 
your statement of the length of the offers. 

Mr. Moore: Well, may I just make this statement, be¬ 
cause I wish to be sure I fully understand the matter. We 
are under obligation in some way to get before the Board 
and, if need be, get before the Court, what we would prove 
if we were allowed to under your ruling. 

Now, it only means that if it can’t be gotten into the re¬ 
cord in this way, and I submit as I said, it only means a 
few more pages to this record, and a few more now doesn’t 
make much difference, all it means is the small cost of th|e 
additional pages to the record. 

If we can’t do that, then we are forced to try some othelr 
way to get it into the record and it seems to me the simplest 
way is to follow the procedure which we have oul[- 
7713 lined to you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, if I understand 
it, let me see if I have this clearly, Mr. Broun, your 
total offer of both this witness and other witnesses that you 
have examined and were proposing to put on the stand, 
totals some twenty-four pages’ 

Mr. Broun: No. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought it was ten for one, Mri 
Lawrence, and then— 

Mr. Broun: The offer with respect to what Mr. Lawrence 
would further testify to totals, I believe, about ten pages 3 
perhaps ten and a half. I have also, and intend to make, an 
offer with respect to fourteen other persons whom we would 
call and that offer covers approximately twenty-two pages 
for all of those fourteen witnesses. Now, the offer with 
respect to those fourteen persons I shall make without pre¬ 
judice to the right from time to time to make further offers 
of proof with respect to violence or disorder. 

7714 Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

Mr Broun: Because, as I have explained, we have 
not investigated to a point where we are now willing to even 
make an offer of proof for more witnesses than that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I just want to make sure that I 
had your position, your statement correctly. Well, I will 
reserve ruling on the question. 
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Mr. Broun: Well, are you going to, Mr. Examiner, take 
a recess for the purpose of considering the matter or are 
you going to ask the witness, Mr. Lawrence, to remain until 
you have decided, or what procedure are you going to fol¬ 
low? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would it be of great inconveni¬ 
ence to excuse Mr. Lawrence and then if I decide that the 
offer with respect to his testimony should be allowed— 
and without examining the offer, if it concerns acts of viol¬ 
ence which would come within the ruling that I made the 
other day he would not be recalled—I mean I would not 
allow the offer, I don’t know, there may be other material in 
the offer which might be relevant, that I don’t know, of 
course. 

I assume, however, that you have in the offer only testi¬ 
mony that would come within the scope of the ruling. 

Mr. Broun: I think that is true, otherwise I would 
7715 have asked questions— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If that is the case, I think 
we can safely excuse Mr. Lawrence. The only question re¬ 
maining would be whether I would permit the offer to be 
made in the record or not. 

Mr. Moore: Well, isn’t there a further possibility that 
you would permit the offer without requiring that the wit¬ 
ness come back? ’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Moore: I say, that you would permit the offer with¬ 
out requiring the witness to come back, or, in other words, 
permit the offer the same as if he were on the witness stand? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I think that is what I had in 
mind, that is if I permit the offer to be made I don’t think 
it will be necessary that Mr. Lawrence be here while the 
offer is being made. As to that point I don’t think we will 
need the witness, do you? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, one other thing: Mr. 
Lawrence has been on the stand here for a number of days, 
although he hasn’t given much testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has been ready to give testi¬ 
mony. 

Mr. Broun: That is right, and your present indication 
leads to the question of cross-examination, if any. 
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7716 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he could be cross- 
examined, of course, on the direct testimony that he 

has given. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I was just raising the question of whfen 
you anticipated doing that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think this would be the time. 
Mr. Broun: I think we should avoid if possible holding 
Mr. Lawrence over for another day for the purpose 6f 
cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no reason to inconveni¬ 
ence the witness because the Trial Examiner can’t make u|p 
his mind. j 

Mr. Moore: I take it the cross-examination would not be 
on the offer of proof anyway. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course not, so I can’t see hoW 
the question of the offer of proof will affect that situation. | 
Mr. Broun: No, but I am just raising the question to yoji 
whether we are going to have to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, have you concluded your 
direct examination, then, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, with the exception of making the offer. 
Mr. Shawe: 1 assure you the cross-examination 

7717 won’t be very long, very brief. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you testified that you were 
employed as a watchman, is that correct ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been a watchman ? A. Since 1936. 
Q. Do you recall what month in ’36? A. Sir? 

Q. What month? A. April. 

Q. Now, are you presently employed as a watchman? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been employed by the company? 
A. Four years. 

Q. Has that been one continuous employment? A. One 
continuous employment, that is right, sir. 

Q. What was your employment before you became a 
watchman? A. I was a mill hand in the Fourteen Inch Mill. 
Q. Fourteen Inch Mill? A. Yes. 
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Q. Who was your foreman in the Fourteen Inch Mill? A. 
McDowell. 

771S Q. Were you ever an Employee Representative? 
A. No, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I did not have opportunity or 
time to object to that question before it was answered. 

I move to strike on the ground that it is beyond the scope 
of the direct examination,! that the Board has closed its 
case and it therefore cannot make this witness its own and 
in effect call new witnesses. 

Therefore, the testimony sought to be adduced by the 
question is incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Broun: May I have a general objection on the 
grounds stated to any further questions along that line? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, Mr. Broun. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever vote under the Plan of 
Employee Representation, Mr. Lawrence? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When is the last time you voted? A. Oh, last year. 

Q. Last March? A. I don't know exactly, I swear I don’t. 
Mr. Broun: Did you get an answer, Mr. Reporter? 

The Reporter: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Would you mind reading it to me? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

7719 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Can you give us approximately 
the first part of the year or the last part of the year, 
do you remember? A. Around the first part of the year, I 
think. 

Q. The first part of the year? 

Mr. Broun: Will you repeat that? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where did you vote? A. I voted— 
Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. It seems to 
me the question should be clarified. He might have voted in 
the plant or out of the plant, in a room or out of a room, 
in a booth or out of a booth, in a box or otherwise. 

Mr. Shawe: That is what I am trying to find out, Mr. 
Examiner. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the witness can probably 
tell us. Do you understand the question, Mr. Lawrence? 
Where did you vote? 

The Witness: Yes. I voted at a garage, I call it. 

Q. By Mr. Shawe) A garage? A. Yes. 

Q. Where is the garage located? A. That is located 

7720 off Iron Street. 

Mr. Broun: Would you repeat that, please? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What time of the day did you vote, 
do you recall? A. No, I don’t remember. 

Q. Was it during working hours? A. I don’t remember 
when. 

Q. How far away is the garage from where you were 
working at that time, do you remember? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that. It hasn’t been shown he was 
working at that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you working on the day, tljie 
day you voted under the Plan last year? 

7721 Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the 
question has been answered. He said he didn’t re¬ 
member. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you vote in a booth? A. Yes, si r. 
Q. Well, tell us exactly—strike that, please. Describe thle 
circumstances around which you voted, if you remember. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that questio|n 
is a little too broad. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection to thp 
form of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was any one else in the garage when 
you went to vote ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it hasn’t been 
shown what size the building was and therefore whether he 
could know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Why, I did not see any one, there is mor^ 
people there, I suppose, it is a big garage. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well did you vote on a ballot? Ai. 
Yes, sir. 
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Q. Did some one give you the ballot! A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who gave you the ballot! A. I don’t know, some one 
sitting there in this room. 

7722 Q. What else is in this garage! A. Oh, there is 
a number of offices in there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question, it 
is stated in the present tense. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What else was in the garage when you 
went there to vote! 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that because it 
hasn’t been shown what “what else” refers to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were there any offices in the garage 
when you went there to vote! 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is a leading question, 
this is direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was in the garage, tell us, 
please, Mr. Lawrence? 

The Witness: Well, in the garage was a number of cars 
and there is offices there of different departments, also that 
office, and there is a couple, I guess, empty rooms in there, 
as far as I know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What kind of cars, do you know! A. 
Automobiles in general, all kinds of automobiles. 

Q. Well, when you say offices, do you know whose offices 
they were? A. Well, the Fire Department, I guess, 

7723 is in that building, and Mr. Bergmann’s office is in 
that building and I suppose that is all, I don’t know. 

Q. Is Mr. Bergmann the Chief of Bethlehem Police? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Who is your employee representative? A. Sir? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it isn’t as¬ 
suming anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you have an employee representa¬ 
tive? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who is he? A. Oh, Pat Brady, Patrick Brady. 

Q. What does he do ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is too broad. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean, what does 
he do, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: I will strike that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What is his occupation? A. He is a 
watchman. 

Q. For the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Yes, sir. 
7724 Q. Do you know what work he does as a watchman, 
where he is stationed? A. He is stationed at tne 
Wire Mill. 

Q. At the Gate ? A. In and out of the Gate. 

Q. Did you ever receive a copy of the Plan of Employee 
Representation ? A. Why, I believe so. 

Q. Have you got one at the present time? A. Not with 


Q. Do you have one at home, do you think? A. I belieye 
I have. 

Q. Do you remember when you received it? A. A loijs: 
time ago. 

Q. Did you receive a copy of the 1937 Amendments to the 
Plan? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it hasn’t been 
shown what the 1937 Amendments are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you know that the Plan had been 
amended in 1937 ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is a lead¬ 
ing question on direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is your answer “no”? A. No, 
7725 sir. 

Q. Did you ever attend any meetings held under the 
Plan? A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you ever been notified to attend any meeting^ 
held under the Plan? A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you ever heard of any meetings held under the 
Plan? A. Yes, there has been meetings, I heard of them. 

Q. What meetings have you heard of? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question, i| 
seems to be it is too broad, no period of time fixed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that last question, please. 
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(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: I will strike the question, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You stated that there had been 
meetings held under the Plan. What meetings do you re¬ 
fer to? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I believe the witness stated he 
had heard of meetings held under the Plan. 

The "Witness: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. Read that pend¬ 
ing question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above 

7726 set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Well, what meetings have vou heard 
of? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I ask that that question 
be clarified, because it is not clear from it, what meetings, 
under what organization, or— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I want the witness to limit 
his answer to the meetings he has testified that he has heard 
of as given by you in your previous answer. Do you under¬ 
stand, Mr. Lawrence? As I recall the testimony, you said 
that you heard of certain meetings. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Held under the Plan. Now, 
what meetings did you hear of. That is the present ques¬ 
tion. 

The Witness: Meetings of representatives, I would say. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You mean general body meetings? 
A. General body meetings, is all I could explain. 

Q. Did you ever attend the general body meetings? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever join the Plan? A. Considered so, I never 
joined. 

Q. You never joined it? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I have Mr. Shawe 

7727 explain what he means by joining the Plan. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you sign an application 
card designating the Plan of Employees’ Representation? 
A. No, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I move that that answer be 
stricken, because I believe the witness answered before Mr. 
Shawe had completed his question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean this pending question? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Present question? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Had you completed your q4es- 
tion? 

Mr Shawe: I think it would be best to strike those. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, it goes out by consent. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever sign an application card 
signifying your intent to .'join up with the Plan as an organi¬ 
zation ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t understand what Mr. 
Shawe may mean by “join up”. Signify is rather indef¬ 
inite. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Clear it up. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever joined any other Or¬ 
ganization— 

7728 Mr. Shawe: Strike that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever joined any Or¬ 
ganization ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you sign any application ca 
signifying your desire to affiliate with the Employee Rep¬ 
resentation Plan? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you try that one agai 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know -what I mean when 
say “application card”? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the question is not what 
witness understands Mr. Shawe to mean, but what M 
Shawe means. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why don’t you just reduce tl 
question to rather simple terms and ask it, please, Mjr. 
Shawe. 


rd 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one ever come up to you and 
ask you to join the Plan of Employee Representation ? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever join the Plan of Employee Representa¬ 
tion? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, again. It is 
still the same question he asked him, whether he 

7729 joined the Plan of Employees’ Representation. The 
question is, What does he mean? 

I move to strike the last answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I believe, I think the witness 
probably understands it. Go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: Well, the witness— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did you ever sign an appli¬ 
cation card to join the Employees’ Plan? 

Mr. Bround: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me, if I may ob¬ 
ject to your question also,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, certainly, you may object. 
Mr. Broun: —if the witness knows what that means, he 
is a soothsayer, it seems to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s see. Are you a soothsayer, 
Mr. Lawrence? Do you know what I mean? Did you ever 
sign an application card? 

The Witness: You are getting too deep for me, here. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, let me ask you another ques¬ 
tion— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Shawe, you find out 
if he is. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did you ever do under the Plan 
besides vote ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, it is 

7730 much too broad. Might I suggest that the witness 
be asTved whether he ever signed a card in which he 

made application for membership in the Plan? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Your suggestion is accepted 
with thanks. Go ahead, answer it. 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the answer? 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

7731 Trial Examiner Bloom: The next time, Mr. Broun, 
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I want you to make that suggestion right at the be¬ 
ginning. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever pay any dues to the 
Plan, towards the support of the Plan? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever receive any copies of the Bethlehem Re¬ 
view? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, it hasn’t bden 
shown what the Bethlehem Review is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Find out if he knows what t(he 
Bethlehem Review is. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know what the Bethlehem Re¬ 
view is? A. No, I can’t sav that I do. 

Q. Do you work on a salary basis? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been working on a salary basis? 
A. For two years, since 1936. 

Q. Since you have been a watchman? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might I request Mr. Sha\ye 
to clear up what he means by “a salary basis”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you please, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

7732 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) By a salary basis, I mean, are 
you paid a monthly salary, the same salary every 
month ? A. Yes, yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might I ask the witness 
whether, when he answered Mr. Shawe’s first question, thalt 
that is what he had in mind as the meaning of “salarjp 
basis”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you, Mr. Lawrence? 

The Witness: I understood salary was on a monthly base. 

Mr. Broun: And, I also would like to suggest, Mr. Shawe 
determine definitely whether or not he is paid by the month. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Are you paid by the month? A. Semi¬ 
monthly, every two weeks. 

Q. Every two weeks? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. TIow were you paid when you were working in th^ 
mill? A. I have been paid every two weeks and I have beeii 
paid every fourteen days. 

Q. I mean, at what rate were you paid? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I believe that is immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If I may infer, what is the pur¬ 
pose of all this? I frankly can’t see any materiality! 
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7733 Mr. Shawe: I think it is material to show the dif¬ 
ference in paying watchmen, and between the produc¬ 
tion workers. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s assume that there is a dif¬ 
ference. How is that material in any way to the— 

Mr. Shawe: I think it is material to the 8(2). 

Mr. Broun: I would like to find how. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sorry, I disagree with you. 
Go on something else, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you carry a mace at the present 
time? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you carry a mace at any other time except during 
the strike? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: No further question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Just a few, Mr. Examiner. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Lawrence, in answer to a ques¬ 
tion Mr. Shawe asked, I understood you to say that you, in 
voting under the Plan of Employees’ Representation, voted 
in a booth. Did you mean that, or can you tell us what you 
did mean? Did you mean that vou marked vour ballot in a 
booth? A. Yes, sir. 

7734 Q. Did you put the ballot in a ballot box? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Was the ballot box in a booth? A. It was right outside 
the booth. 

Q. Not inside of the booth? A. No, sir. 

Q. You also stated that at the time you voted in the ga¬ 
rage, I believe, where the ballot box and the booths were 
situated, there was not any one there that you saw. Did 

vou mean that there was not anv one there other than those 
• * 

who were there conducting the election? A. That is right. 

Q. In telling Mr. Shawe of the names of the persons which 
you understood had offices in the garage, you referred to 
Mr. Bergmann as the Chief, I believe, of Bethlehem Police. 
What do you mean by that? Is there a Bethlehem Police 
Department ? A. Well— 

Q. Let me ask you this question:— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you withdraw the previous 
question? 
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Mr. Broun: I withdraw the previous question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In answer to Mr. Shawe’s question, 
you referred to the office of Mr. Bergmann in the ga- 
7735 rage, and you referred to Mr. Bergmann as Chief] of 
the Bethlehem Police. Is Mr. Bergmann your [su¬ 
perior? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you a policeman? A. No, sir. 

Q. What are you? A. I am a watchman. 

Q. Well, what did you mean when you referred to A|Ir. 
Bergmann as the Chief of Bethlehem Police? Is that a 
colloquial term, or were you mistaken? 

Mr. Shawe: Oh, I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, if you can tell us. The 
question is, what did you mean when you referred to Mr. 
Bergmann as you did refer to him? 

The Witness: Well, policing covers such a large scope, 
that it doesn’t necessarily mean policing as the term of ah 
officer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you mean, then, that Mr. Ber|g- 
mann was chief of your department? A. That is right. 

Q. You also said, I believe, in answer to a question by 
Mr. Shawe, that Mr. Brady, whom you said was a watch¬ 
man, was stationed in and out of the Wire Mill Gate. l)o 
you mean he was stationed outside of the gate on city prop¬ 
erty and not company property? A. In, in on the 
773G property in the mills, and out at the gate. 

Q. But, you meant that he was stationed back in the 
mills and out at the gate, but still on Bethlehem Steel Con|i- 
pany property? A. That is right. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions. 

7737 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

Mr. Moore, Couild I see you just a moment, Mi:. 
Shawe, please, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Oh, one further question which my associate 
suggested, Mr. Examiner, if I may ask it of the witness? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Shawe asked you about the 
carrying of a mace at any other time than during the strike. 
Were there maces before the strike available for use whity 
you were stationed at the Wire Mill Gate? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Where were they kept? A. In the box. 
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Q. That was true regularly for a period of time? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Before the strike? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For how long, do you remember? A. Well, I saw 
maces there that was back ever since the Wire Mill was 
there, there was an old man that told me there. 

Mr. Broun: That is all. 

(Witness excused.) 

7738 (At this point there was a conference among at¬ 
torneys and the Trial Examiner, at the Trial Exam¬ 
iner’s table.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness, please. 
Mr. Ford: Mr. Linden. 

Harold R. Linden a former witness for the Board, re¬ 
sumed the stand as a witness by and on behalf of the Re¬ 
spondents and having been previously duly sworn testified 
further as follows: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This witness has been previously 
sworn, as I recall it. 

Mr. Rose: May we have the name? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Harold R. Linden. This witness 
was called as a witness by the Board, I believe. 

Mr. Rose: That is correct, Mr. Examiner. I didn’t re¬ 
member the name, although I recognize Mr. Linden. I 
didn’t recall the name. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Linden is a newspaper man. 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Can you tell us your home address 
again, Mr. Linden? A. Home address? 

Q. Yes. A. 133 Fourth Avenue, Westmont. 

Q. What is your occupation, Mr. Linden? A. Circulation 
manager of Johnstown Tribune Publishing Company. 

7739 Q. What newspapers are published by that com¬ 
pany, Mr. Linden? A. The Johnstown Tribune and 

the Johnstown Democrat. 

Q. How frequently do those newspapers appear? A. The 
Democrat, every morning, and the Tribune, two editions 
each afternoon. 

Mr. Shawe: Is that every day in the week? 

The Witness: Every day but Sunday. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) Are there any other daily papers pub¬ 
lished in Johnstown so far as you know? A. No. 

Q. Do the two editions of the Tribune have separate 
names? A. One is called the Home Edition, the other, the 
Final Edition. 

Q. Which is the first in point of time? A. The first is 
the Home Edition. 

Q. Could you tell us where the Home Edition is distri¬ 
buted geographically? A. I might give you the entire sef;up 
of that, of where each one goes to, to have it straight. 

Q. I wish you would do that. A. The first edition is de¬ 
livered to all homes in the retail trading zones outside of 
greater Johnstown, including mail subscriptions. 

7740 The Final Edition, in greater Johnstown, practic¬ 
ally all of this is in greater Johnstown, the Final Edi¬ 
tion. 

Q. Well, have you any idea of the number of issues, aver¬ 
age number of issues daily, of the Home Edition, "which are 
distributed in greater Johnstown itself? A. Well, for what 
period? I have records back since 1853, since they ha,ve 
been publishing. 

Q. Well, from the period of May 15 to July 1, inclusive, 
1937. A. Through the “A. B. C.,” I can give you tjhe 
amounts on each and every day during that period. 

Q. Now, you have used the expression “greater Johns¬ 
town,” Mr. Linden. Could you tell us what district is in¬ 
cluded in that expression? A. Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me. The record may 
show that the witness is referring— 

The Witness: To an “A. B. C.” record, as we call it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume there is no objection 
to that. 

Mr. Rose: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: All that w^as in the corporate limits 
Johnstown, plus the following boros and townships. 

Brownstown Borough, Daisytown Borough, Da|e 

7741 Borough, East Coneinaugh Borough, Ferndale Bor¬ 
ough, Franklin Borough, Geistown Borough, Loraip 

Borough, Soutlnnond Borough, Westmont Borough, Con4- 
maugh Township, East Taylor Township (with the excep¬ 
tion of Echo, Mineral Point, Parkhill, Brookdale, Weslev 
Chapel and Angus School), Richland Township (with the 
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exception of Scalp Level, Ingleside and Walsall), Lower 
Yoder Township, Middle Taylor Township, Stonycreek 
Township, Upper Yoder Township and West Taylor Town¬ 
ship. 

Q. Could you tell us where the so-called retail trading 
zone is situated? A. It is the retail area outside of the dis¬ 
tricts as just defined, extending as follows: 

Northwest to Indiana, 30 miles; north to Cherrytree, 34 
miles; west to Ligonier, 28 miles; south to Meversdale, 43 
miles, northeast to Gallitzin, 32 miles; southeast to Bed¬ 
ford, 37 miles, and then, of course, includes all intervening 
points excepting those included in city zone. 

Q. Now, you have used the present tense in giving us 
that information, Mr. Linden. Does the same information 
apply to the period from May 15 to July 1, 1937, inclusive? 
A. Yes. 

7742 Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness said yes. 

Mr. Ford: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

We will have a brief recess. 

(Whereupon a short recess was taken after which the 
proceedings were resumed as follows:) 

7743 Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will come to 
order. 

Mr. Ford: Will you mark these for identification, please? 

(The documents above referred to were thereupon marked 
Respondents’ Exhibits Nos. 56 to S3, inclusive, for Identi¬ 
fication.) 

Mr. Ford: Will you mark these for identification, please? 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked Respondents’ Exhibits Nos. 84 to 111, inclusive, for 
identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, Mr. Linden, I show you Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibits for identification Nos. 56 to 83, inclu¬ 
sive, and I ask you to tell us generally what they are. 

(Respondents’ Exhibits 56 to 83, inclusive, for identifi¬ 
cation, were passed to the witness.) 
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A. They are final editions of the Tribune, file copie^ as 
well as copies checked with the files that they are accurate 
papers for those dates in this lot. 

Q. Now, for the purpose of the record, Mr. Linden, could 
you read for us the exhibit numbers and tell us the dates in 
respect of which that particular newspaper appeared? A. 
You want that on all these, all the way through? 

7744 Trial Examiner Bloom: Just go through and say, 
“Respondents’ Exhibit 56 for identification dated 

Saturday, May 15th.” J 

The Witness: Yes. 56 for identification, May 15th; 57, 
May 22nd; 58, May 26th; 59, May 27th; 60, May 29th; 61, 

May 31st; 62, June 1st; 63, June 2nd; 64, June 4th; (|)5, 

June 5th; 66, June 7th; 67, June 9th; 68, June 10th; 69, 
June lltli; 70, June 12th; 71, June 14th; 72, June 15th; 73, 

June 17th; 74, June 18th; 75, June 20th, extra, that was an 

extra on that date. 

76, June 19th; 77, June 19th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There are two of them on that 
date? 

The Witness: Yes, one was an extra edition. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which was that? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Tell us which was which. A. 77 is 
the extra edition. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

The Witness: 78, June 21st; 79, June 24th; 80, June 
25tli; 81, June 26tli; 82, June 28tli; and 83, June 29th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I understand it, then, Mr. 
Linden, there were only two days on which there wer|e 
extras ? i 

The Witness: That's right, June 19th and 20th. 

7745 Q. (By Mr. Ford) I am not certain, Mr. Linden, 
whether the record is clear on this point or not; will 

you please tell me the approximate number, the average 
number of copies of the first or home edition of the Tri¬ 
bune that were sold daily in greater Johnstown between 
May 15th, 1937 and July 1st? A. I would have to refer to 
mv records for that, I can’t speak without the A. B. C| 
book. Do you want to know the daily circulation, or did yo 
want an average circulation, say, for the month? 

Q. All I want to know is whether you know of your own 
knowledge the approximate number of copies daily, aver¬ 
age number of copies daily, of the Home or First Edition 
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exception of Scalp Level, Ingleside and Walsall), Lower 
Yoder Township, Middle Taylor Township, Stonycreek 
Township, Upper Yoder Township and West Taylor Town¬ 
ship. 

Q. Could you tell us where the so-called retail trading 
zone is situated ? A. It is the retail area outside of the dis¬ 
tricts as just defined, extending as follows: 

Northwest to Indiana, 30 miles; north to Cherrytree, 34 
miles; west to Ligonier, 28 miles; south to Meversdale, 43 
miles, northeast to Gallitzin, 32 miles; southeast to Bed¬ 
ford, 37 miles, and then, of course, includes all intervening 
points excepting those included in city zone. 

Q. Now, you have used the present tense in giving us 
that information, Mr. Linden. Does the same information 
apply to the period from May 15 to July 1,1937, inclusive? 
A. Yes. 

7742 Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness said yes. 

Mr. Ford: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oil the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

We will have a brief recess. 

(Whereupon a short recess was taken after which the 
proceedings were resumed as follows:) 

7743 Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will come to 
order. 

Mr. Ford: Will you mark these for identification, please? 

(The documents above referred to were thereupon marked 
Respondents’ Exhibits Nos. 56 to 83, inclusive, for Identi¬ 
fication.) 

Mr. Ford: Will you mark these for identification, please? 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked Respondents’ Exhibits Nos. S4 to 111, inclusive, for 
identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, Mr. Linden, I show you Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibits for identification Nos. 56 to 83, inclu¬ 
sive, and I ask you to tell us generally what they are. 

(Respondents’ Exhibits 56 to 83, inclusive, for identifi¬ 
cation, were passed to the witness.) 
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A. They are final editions of the Tribune, file copied as 
well as copies checked with the files that they are accurate 
papers for those dates in this lot. 

Q. Now, for the purpose of the record, Mr. Linden, cduld 
you read for us the exhibit numbers and tell us the dates in 
respect of which that particular newspaper appeared? A. 
You want that on all these, all the way through ?| 

7744 Trial Examiner Bloom: Just go through and say, 
“Respondents’ Exhibit 56 for identification dated 

Saturday, May 15th.” 

The Witness: Yes. 56 for identification, May 15th; 157, 
May 22nd; 58, May 26th; 59, May 27tli; 60, May 29th; |31, 

May 31st; 62, June 1st; 63, June 2nd; 64, June 4th; |35, 

June 5th; 66, June 7th; 67, June 9th; 68, June 10th; 69, 
June lltli; 70, June 12th; 71, June 14th; 72, June 15th; |3, 

June 17th; 74, June 18th; 75, June 20th, extra, that was jan 

extra on that date. 

76, June 19th; 77, June 19th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There are two of them on th|at 
date ? 

The Witness: Yes, one was an extra edition. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which was that? 

Q. (By ATr. Ford) Tell us which was which. A. 77 is 
the extra edition. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

The Witness: 78, June 21st; 79, June 24th; 80, Jui^e 
25th: 81, June 26tli; 82, June 28th; and 83, June 29th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I understand it, then, Mh 
Linden, there were only two days on which there were 
extras ? 

The Witness: That’s right, June 19th and 20th. 

7745 Q. (By Mr. Ford) I am not certain, Mr. Linden, 
whether the record is clear on this point or not; wijl 

you please tell me the approximate number, the averagb 
number of copies of the first or home edition of the Tri¬ 
bune that were sold daily in greater Johnstown between 
May 15th, 1937 and July 1st? A. I would have to refer to 
mv records for that, I can’t speak without the A. B. Cl. 
book. Do you want to know the daily circulation, or did you 
want an average circulation, say, for the month? 

Q. All I want to know is whether you know of your owij 
knowledge the approximate number of copies daily, averj 
age number of copies daily, of the Home or First Edition 
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that was sold in greater Johnstown? A. Oh, of the First 
Edition sold in greater Johnstown? I would say not more 
than an average of twenty. 

Mr. Ford: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Linden, I show’ you Respondents’ 
Exhibits for Identification, Nos. 90 to 111, inclusive, and ask 
you whether you can tell us generally w’hat they are. 

7746 Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Ford, 
what happened to 84? I thought the Democrat 

started with 84? 

Mr. Moore: I thought it was 83. 

Mr. Ford: 84 to 89, I am not questioning the witness 
about at the present time, about those exhibits at the pres¬ 
ent time. 

The Witness: These are copies, some file copies, and 
others check copies of the Democrat for the period, and Re¬ 
spondents’ No. 90 for identification, June 1st— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me just a moment, Mr. 
Ford, will you clear up—I believe he used the words there 
“check copy”. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) You have used the expression “check 
copy”? A. I have checked these with the files to show that 
they are correct copies, or a correct copy of copies that 
are in our files. 

Q. Well, now, starting with the first of those tw’o exhibit 
numbers and reading them off down to No. Ill, could you 
tell us the date, corresponding date for each exhibit num¬ 
ber? A. All right. 90, June 1st; 91, June 2nd; 92, June 
3rd; 93, June 4th; 94, June 5th; 95, June 7th; 96, June 9th; 
97, June 10th; 98, June 11th; 99, June 12th; 100, June 15th; 
101, June 16th; 102, June 18th; 103, June 19th; 104, 

7747 June 19th, extra; 105 is June 20th, extra; 106, June 
21st; 107, June 23rd; 108, June 24th, 109, June 25th; 

110, June 28th; and 111, June 29th. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, can w’e have a few minutes’ 
recess until Mr. Linden’s book arrives? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

(Whereupon, a short recess w T as taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Proceed. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I would like to ask counsel 
for the Board whether they intend to raise any question ias 
to the authenticity of Board’s Exhibits for Identification, 
No. 45, 46, 47, 48 and 49. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which are they? 

Mr. Ford: Which I understand purport to be copies Of 
the Johnstown Democrat for June 14th, 15th, 16th, 17|h 
and 18th, 1937. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You said Board’s Exhibits? 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: May we see them? 

(The exhibits referred to were passed to counsel.) 

Mr. Rose: I think, Mr. Examiner, that we have alreadly 
show'n that the exhibits referred to by Mr. Ford are copies 
of the newspapers of the particular dates. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then the specific answer 

7748 w r ould be that you do not question their competency^ 

Mr. Rose: Oh, no. Well, w r e don’t question thajt 
they are copies. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean that they are, in fact 
copies. I 

Mr. Rose: Copies of newspapers as of these particulaij 
dates. I think Mr. Linden showed that when he w r as on thq 
stand on our case. 

Mr. Moore: I think that is correct, it is only that w 
don’t have the record here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is my recollection of it. 

Mr. Rose: That was the purpose of looking at it and I 
did not get to that portion of it. 

Mr. Ford: Off the record, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There w T as a discussion off the record.) 

7749 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Linden, I show you what 
purports to be a bound volume containing a number of j 
sheets and bearing on the cover the letters “A. B. C.” and I 
ask you if you can tell us what it is? A. A copy of the 
ledger of the Audit Bureau of Circulations in which we 
keep our daily records of all sales and transactions pertain- 
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ing to the circulation department of the newspaper, or both 
newspapers, in fact, the Democrat and Tribune. 

Q. What period of time is covered by that ledger, Mr. 
Linden? A. This runs from January, 1937 up to the present 
time, up to, from January to January. 

Q. Now, as I— A. —1938. 

Q. As I understand it, that book contains the daily cir¬ 
culation of both the Johnstown Democrat and the Johns¬ 
town Tribune for the period which you have just men¬ 
tioned, is that correct? A. That is correct. 

Q. Where is that book kept? A. In our safe. 

Q. Do you know who makes the entires in the book? A. 
The clerks in the circulation department. 

7750 Q. When are those entries made? A. Almost daily, 
sometimes not for two or three days after the draws 

for that day are taken care of. 

Q. Is it the duty of the persons that make the entries in 
the book to make those entries in the regular course of 
business? A. Yes. 

Q. And, is that book kept as a record of the circulation of 
the two newspapers in the regular course of business? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Now, could you turn to the page or pages covering 
the circulation of the Tribune for the month of June, 1937? 
A. Yes. 

7751 Mr. Ford: Excuse me, Mr. Linden, I mean May, 
1 937. 

The Witness: May, all right, the Tribune for May? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) That’s right. A. Yes. 

Q. Have you the figures for the circulation of the Johns¬ 
town Tribune of May 15, 1937, which is Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 56 for Identification? A. Yes. 

Q. Have you the circulation of that Tribune in what you 
have already defined as the Greater Johnstown area? A. 
City Zone, yes, which includes Greater Johnstown, City 
Zone we call it. 

Q. Well, the City Zone, as I understand it, includes the 
same area that you described this morning? A. That I 
described, yes. 

Q. Does that book contain a record of the circulation of 
the Johnstown Tribune of May 15, 1937, in what you have 
defined as the Retail Trading Zone? A. Yes. 
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Q. Docs that book contain the total circulation? A. Yes. 
Q. Of the Johnstown Tribune for May 15, 1937? 

7752 A. In fact, every clay. 

Q. Will you read into the record from that book, 
Mr. Linden, the circulation of the Johnstown Tribune of 
May 15, 1937, in the City Zone? A. Yes, do you want i|ne 
to read that figure? 

Q. Read the figure. A. 19,502. 

Q. And the total circulation for that day? A. 33,009. 

Q. Now, I would like you to give us the corresponding 
figures for the other Tribunes that we have marked for 
identification and as I read the date of the newspaper I 
wish you would give the two figures in the same order thht 
you gave me for the issue of May 15th. 

Now, give us those two figures for the May 22,1937 issue 
of the Johnstown Tribune. A. 19,437 and 32,916. 

Q. May 26, 1937. A. 19,848 and 33,271. 

Q. May 27, 1937. A. 19,830 and 33,236. 

Q. May 29, 1937. A. 19,504 and 32,917. 

7753 Q. May 31, 1937. A. 18,965 and 32,348. 

Q. June 1, 1937. A. 19,890 and 33,257. 

Q. June 2, 1937. A. 19,828 and 33,220. 

Q. June 4, 1937. A. 20,005 and 33,320. 

Q. June 5, 1937. A. 19,500 and 32,779. 

Q. June 7,1937. A. 19,791 and 33,032. 

Q. June 9, 1937. A. 19,776 and 32,995. 

7754 Q. June 10, 1937? A. 19825 and 33023. 

Q. June 11, 1937? A. 20100 and 33533. 

Q. June 12, 1937? A. 19707 and 33175. 

Q. June 14, 1937? A. 20516 and 33965. 

Q. June 15, 1937 1 A. 20850 and 34304. 

Q. June 17, 1937? A. 20422 and 33926. 

Q. June 18, 1937? A. 20415 and 33912. 

Q. June 20, 1937? A. That is Sunday, and I don’t havcj 
the record of that Sunday circulation in this book, it is 
not counted, because it wasn’t a full newspaper and we 
don’t count that in A. R. C. I can get you the figure of 
what the sales were on that day. 

It wasn’t a home distribution, it was purely a stand sale 
or street sale proposition. 

Q. I see. June 19, 1937? A. 28506, 43062. 

Q. Have you the figures for the circulation of Re- 

7755 spondents’ Exhibit for identification. No. 77, which 
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purports to be an extra edition of the J hnstown 
Tribune of June 19, 1937? A. No, this is the o'el don’t 
have the figures on. 

Q. Well, do you have the figures for the circulation of 
Respondents’ Exhibit 75, which is the, which purports to 
be the extra edition of Sunday evening, June 20th? A. I 
do not have that with me. 

Q. As I understand it, you don’t have the circulation fig¬ 
ures for— A. This figure is included in what I have given 
you for the 19th, on the regular paper. 

Q. Well, now, by “this figure” you mean the circulation 
of Respondents’ Exhibit 77 for Identification? A. What was 
the other one, 76? 76 and 77, the total combined of those 
was the figure that was given you for the 19th. 

Q. Of June? A. That is right. 

Q. And you haven’t got an entry in that book for the 
circulation of the newspaper— A. Not on the 20th. 

Q. —Respondents’ Exhibit No. 75 for identification? A. 
No entry in this book. 

Mr. Moore: Wouldn’t you have those figures re- 

7756 peated, please, Mr. Ford? I am not sure that I have 
it correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, can you give us again— A. The 
figure for the 19th included the figures for those two ex¬ 
hibits—what was it, 75 and— 

Q. And 76? A. And that figure was 28506 and 43062. 

Q. Will vou give us the two figures for the Tribune of 
June 21, 1937? ‘ A. 21128 and 35737. 

Q. June 24, 1937 ? A. 23385 and 39360. 

Q. June 25, 1937? A. 20946 and 35421. 

Q. June 26,1937? A. 20201 and 34584. 

Q. June 28, 1937? A. 20605 and 34929. 

Q. June 29, 1937? A. 21358 and 36189. 

Q. Now, Mr. Linden, does the book which we have been 
referring to, contain the daily circulation for the month of 
June, 1937 of the Johnstown Democrat in the city zone, first 
in the city zone, secondly, in the retail trading zone, and 
thirdly, the total circulation figure? A. It does. 

7757 Q. Well, now, as I read to you the dates of various 
issues, of the Johnstown Democrat for the month of 

June, 1937, I wish you would read me those three figures 
in the order that I have just mentioned them. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Ford, your bi.ck 
was toward me when you were saying that. I want to mike 
sure the reporter got it correctly. Would you read that 
back, please, Mr. Hammond? 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what you said? 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, we have hestitated to inter¬ 
rupt, but we don’t quite see the relevancy or the materiality 
of this testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I— 

Mr. Ford: I think that will— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I just assume that Mr. Ford 
has something in mind. A man can’t prove his entire caise 
at one time, and I assume that this is the background or 
something. Am I correct, Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: That is correct, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) June 1, 1937? A. Now, off the rec¬ 
ord. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

7758 (There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, do I understand that you a^e 
taking this testimony subject to connection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am just assuming, of 
course, that Mr. Ford will connect this up, that why I asked 
him. If he doesn’t, why, I would imagine that he wouljd 
be the first one to suggest that it go off. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, are the figures that are con¬ 
tained in that book for the city zone, the figures of the dail^ 

circulation of the Johnstown Democrat in what vou d<k- 

* 

scribed this morning as the city zone or the greater Johns¬ 
town area? A. Yes. 

Q. And, does that book contain the daily circulation qf 
the Johnstown Democrat for the month of June, 1937 ih 
what we have been referring to as the retail zone? A. Yes. 

Q. And, as you have defined the retail zone this morning|? 
A. As I defined it this morning. 

Mr. Rose: Would you mind speaking a little louder, Mit. 
Ford, please? 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) June 1, 1937? A. 10163, 12516, 

7759 23308. 

Q. June 2, 1937? A. 10065, 12515, 23211. 

Q. June 3, 1937? A. 10057, 12505, 23194. 

Q. June 4,1937? A. 10073,12492, 23203. 

Q. June 5,1937? A. 10084,12470, 23196. 

Q. June 7, 1937? A. 9970, 12475, 23079. 

Q. June 9, 1937? A. 10124, 12433, 23186. 

Q. June 10, 1937? A. 10161, 12412, 23195. 

Q. June 11, 1937? A. 10559, 12371, 23552. 

Q. June 12, 1937? A. 11343, 12797, 24837. 

7760 Q. June 14, 1937? A. 12,349, 12,884, 25,927. 

Q. June 15, 1937. A. 12,719, 12,851, 26,269. 

Q. June 16, 1937. A. 12,237, 12,881, 25,820. 

Q. June 17, 1937. A. 12,114, 12,848, 25,698. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Ford, was that 
June 17th? 

Mr. Ford: Yes, that was one of the Board’s exhibits. 
'Will you read back the last answer? 


(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: What was the question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 


Q. (By Mr. Ford) June 18, 1937? A. 11,854, 12,848, 
25,447. 

Q. June 19, 1937. A. 13,372, 12,837, 26,954. 


Q. Now, Mr. Linden, does that book contain the same fig¬ 
ures or corresponding figures for Respondents’ Exhibit for 
Identification No. 104, which purports to be an extra edition 
of the Democrat of June 19,1937? A. The extra edi- 


7761 tion, No. 104, 15,607 was the total sales, 15,607. 


Q. You have only the one figure for that? A. That 
is the only figure, that was a stand and street sale proposi¬ 


tion, no home delivery. 

Q. Does that book contain the circulation of Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 105 for Identification, which purports to be 
an extra edition of the Johnstown Democrat of Sunday 


morning, June 20, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, what figure is that? A. The total circulation on 
that day was 21,978, it also was a street sale and stand sale 
proposition, rather than home delivery. 
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Q. Does the book contain the three figures for the Demo¬ 
crat of June 21, 1937, that you have been giving in connec¬ 
tion with previous issues? A. Yes, sir, 13,290, 13,402, 
27,486. 

Q. June 23, 1937. A. 12,404, 15,181, 28,575. 

Q. June 24, 1937. A. 11,884, 14,248, 27,012. 

Q. June 25, 1937. A. 12,865, 13,357, 26,968. 

Q. June 28, 1937. A. 12,344, 13,231, 26,309. 

7762 Q. June 29, 1937. A. 14,220, 13,486, 28,445. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Two o’clock. 

(Thereupon, at 12:35 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
unt ; l two o’clock p. m.) 


7767 


After Recess 


(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at two o’clock p. m.) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will come to order. 
Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if I might interrupt for just 
a moment, I should like to point out one further thing whic^i 
I was not in a position to point out this morning when wje 
were discussing offers of proof, and which I would like tjo 
have before you for your consideration. 

This morning Mr. Shawe stated, or re-stated, the excep¬ 
tion of counsel for the Board to your ruling made on Jan¬ 
uary 24th, and because of his reference to a paragraph 
appearing on page 11663 of the record, I wasn’t able to 
determine at that time precisely to what the exception ap^ 
plied. Upon looking at that page, however, it is clear thaf; 
the exception applies to that part of your ruling in whiclji 
you said: 4 ‘It is apparent from the testimony of sonnt 
twenty-five witnesses produced by the respondents that the 
testimony offered by the Board does not accurately reflect 
the facts. I find as a fact that violence did occur during 
the strike, that there was disorder, that stones were throwr. 
on the picket lilies. The Board on this state of the recorcj 
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cannot find as a fact that there was no violence, no 

7768 disorder during the strike.” 

Now, the fact that the Board takes exception to 
that part of the ruling means that the position is that the 
Board does not concede that there was violence or disorder 
or throwing of stones during the strike. 

Therefore, if at some future time the Board, or a review¬ 
ing Court, should agree with the Board, we would be in 
a position— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean with counsel for the 
Board? 

Mr. Broun: —counsel for the Board, yes, I beg your par¬ 
don. AYe would be in a position of having been stopped 
from even stating what further evidence we could produce 
in refutation of the evidence produced by the Board to the 
effect that there was violence. 

Now, as Mr. Moore pointed out in his statement on last— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Tuesday? 

Mr. Broun: Tuesday, I believe it was, we did not seek 
to adduce this evidence for the primary purpose of refuta¬ 
tion of testimony to the effect that there was violence. That 
* 

was merely an incidental result, but the taking of the ex¬ 
ception by the Board to that part of your ruling seems to 
me to be another reason and, indeed, a compelling 

7769 one, that we should state in concrete form, what we 
intended to prove and would prove if the witnesses 

were allowed to testify. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You have finished? 

Mr. Broun: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

7770 Harold R. Linden resumed the stand as a witness 
by and on behalf of the Respondents and having 

been previously duly sworn testified as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Linden, I show you Respondents’ 
Exhibits 84 to 89, inclusive, for identification, and ask you 
to tell us in a general way what those exhibits for identifi¬ 
cation are. A. 84, 85, and 86 are copies that were checked 
against our files, and 87, SS and 89 are our file copies. 

Q. Of what? A. Of the Johnstown Democrat, regularly— 
regular publication. 
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Q. Well, now, can you give us the numbers of the exhibits 
and the corresponding dates of the newspaper? A. yes, 
R-84, that is 84 is May 17, 85 is May 26, 86, May 27' 87 
May 28, 88 May 29, 89 May 31. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, 1 don’t know whether ihis 
is clearly stated on the record or not, but my understand¬ 
ing is that the Board’s counsel make no objection to the 
authenticity of those newspapers that we have produced 
here this morning that are not file copies of the publish ng 
company, is that correct? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I don’t know as we made any 

7771 statement in that respect for the record. We had an 
off the record discussion. 

Mr. Ford: Well, now, that is what I want. 

Mr. Rose: We had an off the record discussion in which 
you stated that you would substitute copies of the papers 
instead of the file copies, or what are called the file copies. 

Mr. Ford: Well,— 

Mr. Rose: I think we said we had no objection to your 
substituting those. 

Mr. Ford: Well, yes. 

Mr. Rose: The copies instead of the file copies. 

Mr. Ford: Now, as you understand, some of these ex¬ 
hibits we have marked for identification are not file copies. 
The witness has testified that he has checked them against 
the file copies and that they are the same. 

Now, my point is that I would like to have stated for the 
record, if it is the fact, that Board’s counsel make no ob¬ 
jection on the ground that those particular papers, thkt 
is the copies that are not file copies, have not been property 
authenticated. 

Mr. Rose: Well, we stated that we would have no objec¬ 
tion to your using copies of newspapers which were not 
file copies instead of the file copies. 

Mr. Ford: Well, that is just what I wanted you t|o 

7772 state for the purpose of the record. That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Ford, may 
I see those? I didn’t get one of the dates. 

Mr. Shawe: Off the record, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 


(There was a discussion off the record.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Go ahead, Mr. Ford. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Linden, will you look at the page 
of the ledger that you have produced here this morning, 
containing the daily circulation of the Johnstown Demo¬ 
crat for the month of May, 1937, and give us the three fig¬ 
ures that you gave us this morning for the following is¬ 
sues of the Democrat: Mav 17, 1937? A. 985S, 12627, 
23138. 

Q. May 26, 1937? A. 10066, 12553, 23262. 

Q. May 27, 1937? A. 10118, 12560, 23322. 

Q. May 28, 1937? A. 10994, 1203, 24454. 

Q. May 29, 1937? A. 10418, 12532, 23598. 

Q. May 31, 1937? A. 9198, 12540, 22378. 

7773 Q. Mr. Linden, during the noon recess, were you 
able to get any figures showing the circulation of 

Respondents’ Exhibit 75 for Identification, which is an 
extra edition of the Johnstown Tribune of Sunday evening, 
June 29, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. What is that figure? A. Total, 26,104. 

Mr. Ford: Xo further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Rose: Xo questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you, Mr. Lin¬ 
den. 

(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Ford: Xow, Mr. Examiner, we have not offered any 
of the newspapers that were offered for identification or 
any part of them, so it is our intention when we have the 
opportunity to do so to select the portions of the news¬ 
papers that we intend to offer in evidence and to arrange 
with Board’s counsel for the physical preparation of ex¬ 
hibits. 

Probably the best way to do it would be to mount clip¬ 
pings or photostats and to return the file copies to the 
newspapers. It will take some time to do that. I must 
confess that I haven’t had an opportunity to do 

7774 so up to the present time. 

The reason why we proceeded in this way was to 
have these papers authenticated and have them present 
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here in court, so that if it is necessary to refer to thejn in 

the testimony of anv other witnesses thev will be here. I 
» •» •> 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I quite understand. Youlsaid 
one thing that may raise some complications, Mr. Fjord. 
You say “mount the particular articles”. 

Mr. Ford: What I meant by that was this— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And then you also said solvou 
could return the file copies. 

Mr. Ford: If that is agreeable with counsel for the Bojard, 
we may substitute for these newspapers photostats. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have a photostating ima- 
cliine that is available? 

Mr. Ford: Yes, we do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that would probably be 
the solution to the whole thing. For instance, that js— 
you don’t have to take all this, this is off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Incidentally, Kir. 
F’ord, did you want that statement that you nnjde, 

7775 all this explanation, in the record? 

Mr. Ford: Well, as long as it is in the record we 
may let it stand, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Do you have your 
next witness, do you wish to call your next witness? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Rev. John H. Stanton a witness called by and on behalf 
of the Respondents, having been previously duly sworn, 
was examined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you have been swcirii 
before? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may show that R£v. 
Stanton has previously been sworn in this proceeding. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Have you given your name for t[he 
record, Mr. Stanton? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you tell me where you reside? A. At 444 Lu¬ 
zerne Street, in Westmont. 

7776 Q. What is Westmont? A. Westmont is a resi¬ 
dential borough located close to Johnstown. It I is 
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in the same postal area as Johnstown. We receive our 
mail not to Westmont but to Johnstown. We are, however, 
under a different political jurisdiction than the city. 

Practically all the people living in Westmont are people 
who have their business in Johnstown, all their interests 
arc in the city. 

It is a mile and a half or two miles, just at the top of the 
mountain. 

Q. Well, does that mean that people in Westmont are in¬ 
terested in the affairs of Johnstown? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, I don’t think that is im¬ 
portant. 

Mr. Moore: I was trying to find out what the witness 
meant by his statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: Well, Westmont is purely a residential 
section of the city. There is no business there at all. There 
may be a couple of stores there but all the people who are 
living there make their living in Johnstown and have their 
business interests there in the city. 

Q. What is your occupation or profession, Mr. 

7777 Stanton? A. I am a clergyman. 

Q. With what church are you connected and in 
what capacity ? A. I am the pastor of the Westmont Pres¬ 
byterian Church. 

Q. How long have you been pastor of that church? A. 
Since February, 1935. 

Q. Will you tell us whether or not you were in or about 
Johnstown and its vicinity in the months of May and June, 
1937? A. I was here, yes, I think, all during those months. 

Q. Do you know the date on which the recent strike among 
the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cambria 
Plant began ? A. Yes, it began on the 11th of June. 

Q. Tell us the hour of the day. A. At 11 o’clock at night. 

Q. Where were you on the evening of that day? A. I 
recall that I was calling at one of the homes in my parish 
in Westmont at about that hour. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell us what you did on the night 
of June lltli, beginning around eleven o’clock, what you 
said, where you went if you went anywhere, dealing par¬ 
ticularly with the strike among the employees of the 

7778 Bethlehem Steel Company? 
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Mr. Rose: That is objected to as too vague, too broad, 
I can’t see its materiality and relevancy. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well, I came out of this home and as I 
came out on to the walk in front of the home I noticed a 
peculiar light in the sky over the city and I heard some 
noises that I thought were explosions of some kind. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T will let it stand. 

Mr. Rose: What he thought. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

The Witness: So I said to the man of this home who had 
followed me out of the home, I said, “The strike has been 
called for tonight,” and I pointed to the sky, this light, and 
I pointed out these noises— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Please, Mr. Rose, let the man 
tell his story and then at the appropriate times you can 
make motions to strike. 

Mr. Rose: I don't mean to interrupt, Mr. Examiner, but 
I thought I was in order when I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know, but it is difficult for any 
one to try to tell something that he saw or heard or remem¬ 
bered. You can make your appropriate motions. May 
I suggest this, Reverend, that as you go along when 

7779 you have finished what you might say is a sentence, 
you wait a moment and then if counsel wants to make 

any objection why he can make them, but don’t interrupt. 
Mr. Rose: I didn’t intend to, Mr. Examiner, but I ft It 
I had to make the objection at that time. 

7780 The Witness: So, I said to this man, “The strike 
has been called for tonight and it looks as though 

they were trying to blow up the mill, and I am going down 
and see what is happening.” 

And, he said, “You better keep out of the center of the 
city.” “No,” I said, “I am going dow’n and see what all 
the excitement is about.” 

And, so I drove my car dowm to the center of the city to 
see what was happening and found a policeman there and 
asked this policeman what was doing, and I asked hiijn 
w’hat all this excitement w*as about, and what these explo¬ 
sions w T ere that I had heard. “Well,” he said, “I thinjk 
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they are having some kind of a celebration, an Italian cele¬ 
bration out in Woodvale, out in that neighborhood,” and 
then, having gotten down into the center of the city, I saw 
a crowd of people there where I was, which was across from 
the Gautier Gate of the Steel Plant on Washington Street, 
and then I parked my car and decided to stay there and see 
what was happening, because I realized that I was there 
in the midst of this new strike activity that had developed 
in our city, and so I went over across from the Gautier 
Gate, after parking my car, and I saw the pickets there in 
front of the gate, maybe twenty of them, about that num¬ 
ber, they were marching around in a circle and I 
77S1 saw the Mayor and so far as I could see, all that he 
was trying to do was to keep the traffic moving there. 
1 remember distinctly— 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, may I move to strike out, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that last. 

Mr. Moore: It seems— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Beg pardon. 

Mr. Moore: It seems to me that, 1 am willing to argue 

any of these things, it is very material, the Board has called 

witnesses to testifv as to what the actions of the Mavor are. 

* * 

It is quite pertinent for us also to adduce testimony as to 
what he did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I merely wanted the answer 
read. 

Mr. Moore: I am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn’t hear the last part of it. 

(The reporter repeated the last part of the answer as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The word “trying” may go out. 
Tell us what you saw the Mayor doing, please. 

The Witness: Well, I saw a car stopped a short distance 
from where I was standing, by four men and there were 
other cars coming along behind this car, and so, when 
7782 the traffic was blocked there, because of the stop¬ 
ping of this one particular car, I saw the Mayor come 
down the center of the street and walk up to these four men 
and tell them that they would have to let that car move 
on down the street. 
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1 just happen to remember that one incident that I hap¬ 
pened to see there that night. Then, as I stood there, I 
heard a group of men talking in this fairly large crowd of 
people, who had gathered there across the street from the 
Gautier Gate, and these men were talking loudly and vo¬ 
ciferously and it appeared that they were arguing ab|out 
something, and so 1 drew over to see what they were aijgu- 
ing about, and some of the men apparently were talking 
to a couple of the others, and I recall that they said, “'why 
should you pull this thing and throw all the rest of us ouj?” 

And so, I stood there and listened to them as they argued 
back and forth, and finally sized up the situation and saw 
that here were one or two men apparently who had joined 
the C. I. 0. and the other men— 

Mr. Rose: Well, Mr. Examiner, I move to strike tha 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that last part again. 

Mr. Rose: —out, testimony concerning the conversation 
which he says these men were having and the tedti- 
7783 mony that would follow that, where he said, “I rekl- 
ized and I thought.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that last, just that last 
part. 

(The reporter repeated the last part of the answer as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, finish your answer. 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps the witness can—oh, it is all right. 

The Witness: And, I noticed that a couple of these m^n 
had these yellow buttons on their coats, lapels of their 
coats, and so then I asked one of these men what that but¬ 
ton was and he said, “That is a June button.” 1 said, 
“Well, what does that mean”? “Well,” he said, “that 
means that we have paid our dues in the C. I. 0. for the 
month of June.” 

Then I was very much interested and asked these me|n 
why they were out on strike and I asked them if they weije 
striking for higher wages, and they told me no, that the 
were not, and 1 asked them if they were striking for shorte 
hours and they said, no, that they didn’t know that the 
were striking for shorter hours. 

Well, I said, “Why are you striking”? And they saidl, 
“We are striking because we want the company to sign a 
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contract.” And, so I said, “What was in the eon- 

7784 tract”? And, “Well,” they said, “they didn’t know, 
but it was the same contract that the Steel Corpora¬ 
tion had signed, the United States Steel Corporation, they 
thought the Bethlehem Steel Company ought to sign the 
same kind of contract that this other Steel Corporation had 
signed.” 

And then I talked to some of these other men who were 

not wearing the buttons, who apparently were the steel 

workers, and asked them if they were going to join the 

union. Thev said thev were not. I asked them if thev were 

in favor of the strike and thev told me that thev were not. 

* *> 

I stayed there that night probably until one o’clock in 
the morning, and visited there among several of the men, 
maybe fifteen or twenty, that night, because I was intensely 
curious to know whether the men themselves that I was 
talking to, wanted this strike and were in favor of it, or 
whether it was something that they didn’t want. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike that latter part, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let it stand. 

Mr. Rose: What the man was interested in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let it stand, go ahead. 

The Witness: And, that is all I did that night, to 

7785 simply stay down there and visit with those men. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, that was Friday night, 
you said? A. Yes. 

Q. About what time did you get home, do you remem¬ 
ber? I don’t remember whether you said or not. A. Yes, 
I think I stayed down until one o’clock. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, could I—pardon me. 

Mr. Moore: Surely. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: |Go ahead, Mr. Moore. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you discover that night, after 
you arrived downtown, what the cause of the explosions 
were, to which you have referred? A. Yes, I asked a police¬ 
man about that and he said that they resulted from some 
kind of a celebration which some of the Italian citizens of 
the city were having in another part of the city. I think 
it was either in Woodvale or up on the hill there beyond 
the Woodvale section of the city, and they were having 
some kind of a celebration out there and having some fire¬ 
works and that apparently was what I heard and saw. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, the ex- 

7786 plosion was a belated, or anticipatory Fourth (of 
July, would you say? 

The Witness: That is right, I guess. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Xow, will you tell us about how many 
pickets there were in front of the gate at Gautier that night 
when you were there? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, he h£.s 
testified to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he has already told ns 
that. 

Mr. Rose: He said about ten or twenty. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you not, Reverend? 

The Witness: Yes, I did. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I didn’t understand the ten or twent>|, 
it is quite all right if he has already stated it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understood the Reverend t 
state there was ten or twenty pickets. 

The Witness: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If I am not correct, go ahead. 

The Witness: That is right. I don’t thing I said ten or 
twenty, I said fifteen or twenty. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, will you tell us whether or not 
you did anything on Saturday morning, June 12thi 

7787 regarding the strike? A. Yes, on Saturday mornj 
ing, June 12th, I rose early at about six o’clock, and 

went in to town again and went back to the same place in 
front of the Gautier Gate on Washington Street, where l| 
had been on the previous Friday night of June 11th, and 
the reason why I went down again on Saturday morning, 
was because I had become interested in this thing that was 
happening and it was a brand new experience for me, and— 

Mr. Rose: I move—excuse me, would you finish the sen¬ 
tence, please, I didn’t mean to interrupt. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: —so 1 decided I would go down and watch 
the picketing and see the crowds again and talk to some 
more of the men. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

The Witness: So, 1 did that on Saturday morning. I 
went down to the same place and found a crowd which was 
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somewhat larger than the crowd which had gathered there 
on the night before. The pickets were in their place again 
and I stayed there that morning until eight thirty or nine 
o ’clock. 

I was there for two or three hours and again I visited 
with numerous ones of the men, because I was curi- 

7788 ous to know why in the world we had had this strike, 
we were having this strike in Johnstown and whether 

or not these workmen, that I was talking with there were 
in favor of the strike and wanted the strike. 

I saw—one thing that impressed me that morning was 
that I saw numerous ones of the men who came with their 
dinner pails, apparently intending to go through this picket 
line and go to work, as they were accustomed to doing at 
the seven o’clock shift. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you saw, Reverend, 
not what you assumed. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That may go out. 

The Witness: I saw these men come with their dinner 
pails and size up the situation, talk to one another and 
finally turn around and walk away down the street, get the 
cars and drive away, assuming that they had gone back 
home. 

Mr. Rose: 1 move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, it may be stricken. 

The Witness: And, after staying there that morning and 
talking with numerous ones of the men again, 1 drove 
home. 

7789 Q. Xow, did any of them say to you whether or 
not they were intending to go through the picket line? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. It is a 
leading question, no testimony that he spoke to any of these 
men that came down with the dinner pails. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did you speak to any of 
these men who came down with dinner pails? You have 
told us that you observed them. 

The Witness: Yes, I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you say? 

The Witness: I spoke to some of these men and some of 
them told me that they were going through and I saw them 
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go through the line and into the mill as they were in the 
habit of doing. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any of them say to you thjey 
were not going through? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike “as they were in the hatyit 
of doing.’’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that may be stricken. 

Mr. Moore: I didn’t understand what was stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just “as they were in the hablit 
of doing.” 

Mr. Moore: Oh, all right. 

7790 Will you read my question, please? 

(The reporter read the pending question as follows: “(tf. 
Did any of them say to you they were not going through?”) 

The Witness: Yes, they did. 1 talked to some of the 
men who said they weren’t going through the line, werenjt 
going to work, going back home. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, did they say anything elsle 
except that they were not going through? A. No, I don’t 
recall that they did. 

Q. Did you do anything with reference to the strike o^i 
Saturday evening, June 12th? A. Yes, on Saturday night 
1 went into the city again to be there at the time of th<j> 
changing of the shifts which is at eleven o’clock, because 
having seen the performance on Friday night and Saturf 
day morning I concluded that 1 would like to go down agai4 
on Saturday night and see what happened that night. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the reason, Mr. Examiner 

Trial Examiner Bloom.- Oh, I will let it stand. 

The Witness: So, I went down again that night and that 
night I drove up in the direction of Franklin as far as the 
railroad, at the point where the railroad tracks cross the 
street on Maple Avenue, I think it is, and I watched 

7791 what was going on there for awhile and finally drove 
back to the Gautier Gate and again stayed there and 

mingled among the men and talked with them that night 
as I had done on two previous occasions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Reverend, you men¬ 
tioned a place in Franklin. Will you be good enough to 
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show us on the map, if counsel want to come up here and 
see, also. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know that he said he went into Frank¬ 
lin, he said he went up toward it. 

Mr. Rose: To a bridge. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I just wanted to get him to place 
the point. 

The Witness: That is where the railroad tracks cross, 
no, that is the river. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Here is the Conemaugh River. 
(Pointing.) 

The Witness: Yes, well, I went out to that point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, do you want to see 
this ? 

The Witness: I think that is the point where I was at. 

Mr. Moore: Now, here is the American House Gate, you 
know where that is here, you see, you go up here and then 
across the bridge and then you go up Maple Avenue 

7792 and here is what is known as the Coal Pile Gate, the 
Coal Pile Entrance. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Then you said you came back, as I 
remember it, and mingled with the crowd. You came back 
to Gautier; would you read that last answer, please? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

The Witness: And that is all that I did that night. I 
stayed there perhaps until twelve or half past and then 
drove to my home. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Were there pickets there that night? 
A. Yes, there were pickets there. 

Q. Have you any idea as to the number? A. Well, I 
think there were more that night than there had been on 
the previous night. There were perhaps thirty. 

Q. Did you discuss with any of the men there that night 
the question of wages and hours as you had said you had 
previously done? A. I did that again that night. 

7793 Q. Did you get any answers from the men any 
different than that which you had previously gotten? 
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A. No. It was substantially the same as the answers I had 
gotten on Saturday morning and Friday night. 

Q. Now, did you have any conversations with any c|ne 
on Sunday morning, June 13th, with reference to the strike? 
A. Well, only of an informal nature. That Sunday morn¬ 
ing I went to my church and taught my men’s Bible ch.ss 
and we talked about the strike there in the class. 

Q. Do you remember anything that was said to you, any¬ 
thing that you said at that time? A. Oh, yes, I told these 
men what I had seen on Friday night, Saturday morni lg 
and Saturday night and I also told them about these con¬ 
versations which I had had with the workmen and told 
them what they had told me and then some of the men 
there in the Bible class had told me and one another abotat 
what they had read in regard to strikes which they were 
having in other parts of the country and expressed to tjie 
group that they certainly hoped that our strike would n|at 
become as bad and as violent as these other strikes whi<bh 
were going on in the steel areas. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the conversations with the 
members of the Bible class. 

7794 Trial Examiner Bloom: Denied. 

Mr. Moore: I think that is very pertinent. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember anything else that 
was said at that Bible class about what was going on, hojw 
the strike was being conducted or anything of that sort? 

A 11 T 1 1 'll Jl 1 XI T'* • 1 1 1 il 


can recall that we said. 

Q. When you say, “things that you had read”, in what 
had you read them? A. Well, in the papers, in the Johns¬ 
town papers. 

Q. What papers, may I ask, do you read? A. Well, l 
read regularly the Johnstown Democrat and the Johnstown 
Tribune and the New York Times. 

Q. Was that true in May and June, 1937, in other words, 
did you read those same papers at that time? A. Yes. 

Q. You spoke about the Johnstown Tribune; we have had 
evidence this morning that there were two editions of that 
paper; do you know which edition you usually get? A, 
Well, I think it is the Final Edition that is delivered to my 
home each afternoon. 
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7795 Q. To what extent do you read newspapers, I 
mean, if you have a newspaper, how much of it do 

you read as a rule? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as im¬ 
material, incompetent, 1 don’t see the relevancy. 

Mr. Moore: What 1 am trying to find out is what he 
really means by reading a newspaper, I imagine there is 
a great difference in men, it seems to me it is material. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I read a newspaper pretty thoroughly. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was that true in May and June, 
1937? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, tell us what you 
mean by thoroughly. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) All right. A. I usually start with 
the editorial page and see if there is anything there that 
interests me and then I turn back to the first page and I 
pick out the most important headlines and trace those 
through wherever they send me in various parts of the 
paper and then 1 start on page two and see what interests 
me there and work back. 

I don't read the sport page because I am not par- 

7796 ticularlv interested in that and I don’t read the stock 

* 

market reports because I don’t have any money. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you have left out the 
comics. 

The Witness: Well, I leave the comics to my children, 
they usually tear those out before I can get the paper. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: How about the classified ads? 
The Witness: I don’t read those, I must say, but I do 
read the news pretty thoroughly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And the editorial page, is that 
the idea? 

The Witness: And I read the editorial page almost al¬ 
ways. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, your answer leads me to ask 
this question: you say you pick out on the first page the 
articles or items, news items, that interest you; now that is 
what I understood you to say? A. Yes. 

7797 Q. Now, can you give us any idea during the 
months of May and June what was interesting in 

them? A. Well, I was reading strike news at that time. 
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We were having that which appeared to be very serious 
strikes throughout the countrv and living in an industrial 
area I was reading about those strikes. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell us what, if anything, you did 
Sunday afternoon, June 13th, with reference to the strike? 
A. On Sunday afternoon, June 13th, after finishing ny 
dinner at home I went to my telephone and called a few 
men and asked them if they would meet with me at the 
Fort Stanwix Hotel. Do vou want the names of the men 
that I called? 

Q. Will you tell us, please, if you remember them? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, 1 didn’t quite get 
the time of the day, when this was. 

Q.. (By Mr. Moore) To meet at the Fort Stanwix, about 
what time, did you name the time when you were telephon¬ 
ing? A. Yes, I asked them if they would meet me there at 

three o’clock and 1 called the Mavor and Mr. Francis Mar- 

* 

tin and Mr. Heckman. 

Q. That is S. H. Heckman l A. S. II. Heckman, and Mr. 
James Foster and Carl Gcis, and I am not quite 
7798 certain as to whether I called Mr. George Fiig 
I do recall those other men who I called. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that 1^ 
name? 

The Witness: Geis or Fiig? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, Fiig. 

The Witness: F-i-i-g. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Two “i-s”? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, will you go ahead and tell |is 
what happened? A. Well, when I called the Mayor aijd 
asked him if we could not meet that afternoon for a little 
informal discussion about this situation which had devel¬ 
oped in our city, he told me that the Governor was coming 
to our city that afternoon and he said the Governor is flying 
in and I am having a conference with him, and, well, I saiji, 
“1 am going to try to get together a small group of repre¬ 
sentative citizens of the city and see if we can’t get tie 
ear of the Governor and find out what his attitude is going 
to be toward the strike in Johnstown and also tell the Gov¬ 
ernor what our attitude is going to be and impress upon 
the Governor the fact that we hope very much that we 




ut 
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won’t have to do through the suffering and blood- 

7799 shed here in Johnstown such as we had seen by the 
newspapers they were having in other strike cities.” 

So I told the men as I called them that the Governor was 
going to be there at the Fort Stanwix Hotel at three o’clock 
and that if we would go down there that I was hopeful that 
the Governor would meet with us and we could express to 
him our feeling and our desires to keep our city, so far as 
possible, free from bloodshed and violence, and we met 
there at three o’clock and took a room there at the hotel, 
I think, on the second floor. 

I told these men what 1 had seen on the previous night 
and Saturday morning and Friday night, and Mr. Heck¬ 
man, I think, at that conference Mr. Heckman said that he 
had already had a conference with Mr. Watkins. 

Q. That is Mr. David Watkins? A. Yes, that Mr. Wat¬ 
kins had told him that he couldn’t control the violence if 
it did develop here, at least he wouldn’t be responsible for 
it, and so he visited there for some time and I had also 
called Mr. Evans and asked him if he would meet with us. 

Q. That is Mr. Sidney Evans? A. That is right, and I 
wanted him to tell us whether or not the mills were going 
to be able to keep operating and how the situation looked 
so far as the Steel Company was concerned and so 

7800 as we were there, Mr. Hough called me on the phone 
and he said, “I understand through Mr. Evans, Mr. 

Evans has told me that you are having a little meeting 
downstairs, or there at the Fort Stanwix Hotel,” and well, 
he said, “if you are interested in knowing whether or not 
we arc having any violence in this strike,” he said, “I can 
let you listen to some right now,” he said, “I have a line 
through to Franklin.” He said, “They are having a riot 
out at Franklin right now,” he said, “you listen through 
your receiver and you can hear it,” which I did, and I 
heard cries and noises which indicated to me that some¬ 
thing was happening out there at the other end of the tele¬ 
phone. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Reverend, will you 
mind reading that complete answer, I missed a word at the 
beginning? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


4035 


Q. (By Mr. Moore) You spoke of Mr. Hough, do ivou 
know what his first name is? A. Ralph. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that? 

The Witness: R-a-l-p-h H-o-u-g-h. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, did you go back to your Con¬ 
ference from the telephone? A. Yes, I went back 

7801 after talking to Mr. Hough over the phone and told 
these men who were gathered with me there what I 

had heard over the phone. I said, “They are having a riot 
out at Franklin at this very moment,” and I said, “Is there 
anything that we, as citizens of the city ought to do, any¬ 
thing at all to try to prevent violence and bloodshed in 
the midst of this strike”? 

Mr. Martin said, “Well, whatever we do we are not jgo- 
ing to, we must not, as disinterested citizens, we must hot 
take sides in this controversy.” 

He said, “We must not become interested, let ourselves 
become interested, in the issues here between the workmen 
and the company.” He said, “Whatever we do we simply 
want to take our stand for peace and law and order. If 
there is anything we can do along that line, possibly we 
ought to do it.” We all agreed that that must be the posi¬ 
tion which we were going to take, an impartial position so 
far as the issues were concerned, but an interested position 
so far as the violence was concerned, and so as we were 
sitting there and talking along this line, Mr. Evans and 
Mr. Ellicott came down to our room and told us that f ie 
Governor had left, which was a great disappointment to jis 
because we had wanted to see him, and then we askCd 

7802 Mr. Evans and Mr. Ellicott how the situation looked 
so far as the company was concerned and they tojd 

us that the mills were operating and that they were going 
to keep them operating if the men continued to demonstrate 
that they wanted to work. 

And, that is all I can recall that they said or that is a|ll 
I can recall that we did or said there at that conference 
that afternoon, except we broke up without having con e 
to any decision about meeting again or forming any or¬ 
ganization or doing anything more. It was purely informal. 

We met almost as we would have met on the street cor 
ner and talked it over. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, did you give us the 
time when you broke up that ? 

The Witness: Well, I think it would have been about 
4:30 or five o’clock. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Ellicott or Mr. Evans say 
anything to the effect that they had been in conference with 
the Governor? A. Yes, they told us that they had been 
meeting with the Governor there. 

Q. I understand you—correct me if I am incorrect—to 
say that you did not see the Governor. A. We did not, no. 

Q. Did you try to see him? A. Yes, I think I told 

7803 Mr. Evans when I called him that I was going to, 
or I mean the Mayor, when I called him, that we 

were going to meet there, and when he met the Governor, 
if he would please tell the Governor that a group of citi¬ 
zens were meeting in another room and that we hoped that 
we could have a meeting with him. 

Q. Well, now, coming down to Monday, will you tell us 
what, if anything, happened in so far as you were con¬ 
cerned, with regard to the strike on Monday? A. Well, 
Monday morning I read in the paper about this riot which 
had happened out at Franklin on the previous afternoon, 
and part of which I had heard over the telephone on that 
Sunday afternoon and 1 read that,—I recall so distinctly 

that I read that a little child had been run down bv an auto- 

* 

mobile in the midst of that riot and that men had been hurt. 

I think the papers said that they had been seriously hurt, 
and I also read in the paper that morning a proclamation 
which the Mayor had issued in which the Mayor stated that 
he was going to use all of the power of his office here as 
the Mayor of this city, to try and protect the lives and prop¬ 
erty of the citizens of the citv. 

•» • 

He was not going to take sides in the controversy, 

7804 he was going to be absolutely impartial, but that we, 
as the citizens of Johnstown, could depend upon him 

to try and protect the lives and property and the interests 
of innocent people. 

And, after reading the Mayor’s proclamation, and after 
reading about this riot— 

Mr. Rose: Mr.— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Rose: May I move to strike what the Reverend read 
in the newspapers ? 
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Mr. Moore: I will find out whether we have the article, 
whether we can identify it, if I may do it here. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I hand you— 

Mr. Moore: May I do it before you rule? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) —the Johnstown Democrat of .June 
14, 1937, which is Board’s Exhibit 45 for Identification, and 
ask you if you will look in that paper and tell me if you 
find the proclamation, so-called, to which you refer. A. 
Yes, the proclamation is here on the last page of the paper. 

Q. In what columns? A. It is the second and third col¬ 


umns. 


7805 Q. From the left? A. In a box, from the left. 
Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I offer in evidence the 

newspaper, but, with the understanding that, at present at 
least, I am offering only the article or proclamation as Mr. 
Stanton has called it, which is in a box on the last p^ge, 
the upper second and third columns from the left. That 
is Respondents’ Exhibit—I don’t know what the next num¬ 
ber is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is the Board’s Exhibit. 
Oh, you are offering that as a respondents’— 

Mr. Moore: 1 am offering what the Board has identified 
as the next, it is Board’s Exhibit— 

Mr. Rose: 45. 

Mr. Moore: —15 for identification, and I am offering it 
as a respondents’ exhibit, I don’t know what the next num¬ 
ber is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean that particular itjem 
referred to by the witness? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, but I am offering the paper at the 
moment, I would like to have it understood that the par¬ 
ticular article might be photostated and substituted for jthe 
paper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, the offer is lim¬ 
ited? 

7806 Mr. Moore: Right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To the particular article 
referred to by the witness. 

Mr. Moore: Right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That being the case, if you gen¬ 
tlemen desire to cross-examine the witness on that item, 
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your cross-examination is limited to the offer itself, not to 
what the whole newspaper states. 

Mr. Moore: I think, perhaps, I should say, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, that I would like to have it understood that I am of¬ 
fering this without prejudice to offering any other part 
of the paper at another time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That would be understood, any 
subsequent offer would be a separate exhibit, of course. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It would be 112. Mr. Moore, 
may I inquire—I am not quite sure in my own mind—are 
you offering this as something that this witness read, or 
are you offering it as a proclamation made by the Mayor? 

Mr. Moore: No, I am offering it simply for what this 
witness read. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As something that this witness 
read ? 

7807 Mr. Moore: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And not— 

Mr. Moore: Not— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —whether or not the Mayor 
ever made such a proclamation. 

Mr. Moore: I am not concerned with that for the mo¬ 
ment, no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand, I wasn’t quite 
sure from the way you stated it. 

Mr. Rose: It is objected to, upon the ground that it is 
immaterial what this witness read in the newspaper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 would like to hear from coun¬ 
sel, on this, both sides, oft' the record. 

Mr. Moore: Well, shouldn’t it be on the record? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, if you care to. This 
is more or less for my edification, if you care to have it in 
the record, go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: Well, you have indicated— 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: I am sorry. 

Mr. Rose: Is it necessary to excuse the witness for this 
argument? I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know what may 
come. Would you mind stepping outside, please, Rever¬ 
end? 
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7808 Mr. Moore: Mr. Stanton— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, we will take a 
short recess here and I will read this during the recess. 
Mr. Moore: All right. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 


Mr. Moore: "Well, now, was there to be an argument as 
to this article ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, you don’t have to go inio 
too much detail on it, I just would like to get your views on 
it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, do you wish to hear from me or— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, if you please. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am offering the article, so-called, to 
which we have referred, as an exhibit in evidence, simply 
because the witness has testified, Mr. Stanton has testified, 
that he head this article in the morning and it had an effect 
upon him and caused him to do things, as he will testify. 

I am not offering it, as I said, to prove any facts or any 
statement in it as a fact, except that it appeared in 
7809 the Morning Democrat of June 14th and was read* by 
this witness, as he has stated. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, do you wish to say 
anything? 

Mr. Rose: Well, my objection was that I didn’t think it 
was material to the issues what the man read in the news¬ 
paper, what the Reverend read in the newspaper. I made 
the objection originally to his testimony, as to his reading 
articles in the newspapers. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let me see if I get your po¬ 
sition. If a man—this has come up during the case from 
time to time, of course—if a man hears something, what hs 
hears may be admissible to show a certain state of his mindj, 
for instance. You don’t seriously question that, even 
though what he heard may be incorrect as a fact and may 
have no probative value towards the issues in the case it¬ 
self? 

Mr. Rose: That is right. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, why is there any funda¬ 
mental difference between testimony of that kind and some¬ 
thing that a man reads? 

Mr. Rose: Well, it is simply that there would be no limit 
to what comes in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course, there has to be 
a limit, 1 grant you that there is a limit. I don’t sup- 

7810 pose any one would question that at a certain point, 
you reach the limit. That is why they have some one 

who presides, 1 suppose. Well, I will admit the document as 
Respondents’ Exhibit 112, it being understood that the ex¬ 
hibit is received in accordance with the limitation placed 
thereon by Mr. Moore in offering the document. 

Mr. Moore: And might it be well to add that it is limited 
to the article entitled, “Law and Order Must Prevail at all 
Times, Mayor Declares.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And, ending with the words “I 
earnestly seek your cooperation.” 

As I understand, Mr. Moore, you are going to have this 
particular— 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom:—box photostated. 

Mr. Moore: Right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or marked. How do you intend 
doing that so that we won’t lose track of these exhibits? 
You see this has not been marked at all at this time. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that has, T am not sure whether that 
paper has been marked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, this has been marked 

Board’s Exhibit 45 for identification. 

Mr. Rose: The entire— 

Mr. Moore: I will trv to identifv it. 

. • •» 

7811 Trial Examiner Bloom: I will identify it just 
now. 

The document just received in evidence as Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit Xo. 112, appears on the back of page 20 of 
Board’s Exhibit 45 for identification, is contained in a box 
which takes up part of the second and third columns from 
the left of such back page. 

Mr. Moore: Thank you. 

7812 Mr. Rose: May I suggest perhaps the article 
could be stamped? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think— 

Mr. Rose: And the photostat would show the stamp, 
stenographer’s stamp. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t see how, it is going to ruin the paper. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I wouldn’t do that, 
you put a stamp over that article, it will obscure certairj 
the figures underneath. 

Mr. Moore: It certainlv is the onlv one issue of 
Johnstown Democrat of that date and we have fully 
scribed the article, I don’t see how we could go wrong onl 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the reporter seems 
have an idea. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 


the 


If 

of 

the 

de- 

it. 

to 


(Thereupon the document was marked Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit No. 112 in evidence.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Reporter, will you read the last p^rt 
of the statement made by Mr. Stanton? 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set fortlj.) 


Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you go right ahead from theife, 
were you paying attention? Just read that again, 
7813 please. A. Yes, I was. Then I decided to call thejse 
men who had met with me on the previous afternoon 
and invite them to meet again that evening and I also de¬ 
cided that I would call certain other men, which I did. 

I started out, I think, with Mr. Martin and Mr. Heckman 
and Mr. Foster, Mr. Geis, again, and counseled with them 
over the ’phone as to whether or not we oughtn’t to try to 
get together again that evening and bring in a somewhat 
larger group and they thought that we certainly ought to d|o 
it and then I agreed to try and find a place where we couljl 
meet that night and to call them back and tell them where 
and when we were going to meet. 

So, I called Mr. Charles Boyle, Charles J. Boyle and asked 
him if it would be possible for us to have a meeting of the 
representative citizens of our city, as many of them as 1 
could get together, in the Elks Club and he said that hcf 
would let me know shortly, and he called me back within gj 
very few minutes and said that it would be perfectly satis-} 
factory for us to come there, to the Elks Club. 
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So, I arranged with him to have the meeting there at 
seven thirty on that Monday night and then I called again 
these four men whom I have just referred to and told them 
the place and the hour of the meeting and then I 

7814 called certain of the clergymen in the city, a Dr. 
Nicely and the Reverend Fred Edmund, a Lutheran 

minister and a Methodist minister and Rabbi Granowitz 
and Father Woloshuk and then I called Mr. James Foster, 
who is a prominent Catholic layman in the city, and asked 
him if he thought that Father Codori, who was at the head 
of this Catholic diocese, I think, would come to our meet¬ 
ing. 

I wanted to make it just as representative as T possibly 
could and he said that Father Codori wasn’t in good health 
but he would try and get out to see him and see if he would 
either come himself or else send his representative there 
to attend our meeting. 

Then, I called Robert Campbell who was the president 
of the Rotary Club at that time and asked him if he would 
try and be there and bring with him some other Rotarian 
and I called the president of the Kiwanis Club whose name 
slips my mind just at the moment, but at any rate I wanted 
the Kiwanians represented, one of our service clubs, and 
I happened to meet a Mr. Poad whom I knew to be promi¬ 
nently identified with the Lions Club and I told him I was 
trying to get together this representative gathering of 
Johnstown citizens and had to do it in a hurry because we 
were meeting that night and I asked him if he would get in 
touch with the president of the Lions Club and see 

7815 that the Lions were represented there. 

Then I called certain other ministers and in each 
instance I asked these ministers to come themselves, if they 
would, and to bring with them some representative layman 
from the church and I took particular pains to call the min¬ 
isters whose parishes are located in the areas where the 
steel workers reside, hoping that when these ministers 
came, you see, that they would be likely to bring some of the 
steel workers with them. ; 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the “hoping”, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

The Witness: Because I was anxious to make this meet¬ 
ing as representative as I possibly could make it, both as to 
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professions and as to religion and as to the type of work in 
which these men were engaged. 

Finally, I also called Mr. Campbell, Mr. Lawrence Camp¬ 
bell, who is the secretary of the Chamber of Commerce ajnd 
told him that we were having this meeting and asked him 
if he would come and try and bring with him one or two 
representative men from the Chamber of Commerce, a|id 
then having told these other ministers to bring laymen with 
them from their churches, I called Mr. Albert Wal- 

7816 ters, who is a layman in my church, and Mr. Sidney 
Evans, who is also a member of my church, and tojld 

them that I had called these other ministers and that we 
were all bringing a layman or two along with us at this 
meeting that was being held at the Elks Club that night. 

So, having gotten the place and called the group together 
I went down to the club at about a quarter after seven in 
order to be there and greet the men when they came in and 
the men assembled very promptly. 

I omitted to say that I had also called the Mayor and 
asked him if he would meet with us there and he promised 
that he would and I told the Mayor over the ’phone that I 
hoped that he would take a few minutes at this meeting tp 
tell us first hand and verbally that which he had expressed 
in his proclamation which I had read in the paper on that 
morning and so the Mayor consented to do that and thp 
group had assembled about seven thirty o’clock and the 
Mayor had not as yet arrived and so we waited for a few 
minutes for the Mayor to come, because I wanted him tcj 
be there when we opened the meeting. 

After the Mayor came, which was perhaps about twenty 
minutes of eight, I opened the meeting and thanked the men 
for their presence there and thanked the Elks Club, 

7817 the members of the Elks Club, for giving us permis¬ 
sion to meet there that night and then I told these 

men what was my purpose in calling them together. 

I noticed that there were perhaps fifty or sixty men that 
were there and I told them that I had been down there on 
the picket lines on three different occasions and that I had 
talked with numerous ones of the steel workers there and 
that my heart went out to them. 

I sympathized with them because I felt that these men 
were being denied their opportunity and privilege of work¬ 
ing. 


i 
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And, that they were having something forced down upon 
them which, from my conversations with them, they appar¬ 
ently did not want. 

And, I share with this group of people who had met there, 
the fact that I felt that here was a situation which was 
quite unjust and wrong, and I also referred to this procla¬ 
mation of the Mayor’s, which had appeared in the paper 
that morning, and told these people that I felt that our 
Mayor had taken a very fair and certainly a very coura¬ 
geous stand. 

And, I said that I felt that if we had a Mayor here who 
could rise in time of crises, as Mayor Shields had done at 
the time of our flood, and now again at the time of 

7818 this strike, and go so far as to pledge himself to the 
people of this city, that he was going to stand by them 

and see that peace and order and justice prevailed so far 
as he was able to do it, that certainlv with a Mayor like 
that, we ought to back him up with at least, with the public 
sentiment of us representing the citizens, and I also said 
that the thing that I feared in this strike would be that inno¬ 
cent people in the city would be the ones who would be 
caused to suffer, and I shared with these men the fact that 
I had heard of several cases, first hand, of several cases of 
threats and intimidation where women, wives and mothers, 
were being threatened, you see, if their husbands and sons 
went to work. 

And, now, I said, those people are innocent parties in this 
case, but they are being threatened, and frightened and I 
said that is wrong, and I said, “I feel that we as citizens 
ought to recognize this situation that has developed here in 
our city and throw our public sentiment behind our Mayor 
in the attempt to preserve the rights of the innocent and 
to preserve law and order and justice.” 

And, with that, I called on the Mayor to tell this assem¬ 
blage again what he had expressed in his proclamation that 
morning. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you let me interrupt you 

7819 right there? A. Yes. 

Q. Was there anything said or done by those as¬ 
sembled there, the fifty or sixty, whatever the number, to 
show that they approved what you said? A. Well, yes, I 
think that after I finished my speech, I think the people ap¬ 
plauded it. I say that with modesty, however. 
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Q. Now, you go ahead with the Mayor. A. And so, M^yor 
Shields said that he had been working night and dayi for 
two days and two nights, almost without sleep, and I think 
that he told us he hadn’t been to bed for two nights in try¬ 
ing to keep the lanes of traffic open through the city, and 
trying to keep these areas where the picketing was being 
done, and where the strike was most intense, trying to keep 
it from becoming violent, and he said, “I am using every 
ounce of strength that I have to try and protect the interest 
of the innocent people in our city.” 

“ And,” he said, “I pledge to you tonight, as I expresteed 
in the paper this morning, that I am not going to take sides 
in this controversy.” 

He said, “I am not going to show any partiality toward 
the steel company or toward the strikers.” 

He said, “That is not my function,” and he sgid, 

7820 “I certainly am not going to do it. But,” he sajid, 
“being impartial, I am going to use the influence of 

my office to try and see that law and order is preserved and 
that the state of peace will be kept here, so far as I am able 
to do it. 

Q. Well, then, you go ahead. After the Mayor finished, 
what happened? A. I think that after the Mayor finished 
speaking, I rose again and thanked the Mayor for the worjds 
that he had spoken, and I think I said to him something 
like this: “Mr. Mayor, you have made a very courageous 
and a very straightforward statement of that which is go¬ 
ing to be your position during the tenure of this strike!” 
and I said, “I feel certain that you can depend upon evefy 
man who is assembled here tonight to back you up in this 
fair position which you have taken.” 

And, I said, “In order to demonstrate to you that we a % e 
behind you in this position, I am going to ask the men to 
give you a good warm hand,” which they all did. 

After they did that, I told the people that we needed a 
chairman for this meeting, and I said that I felt that I was 
not the person to become, to act as the chairman of 

7821 the meeting, and that if they decided to form any bf 
an organization, that I was not the person to act gs 

the head of the organization, because I was a minister and 
I felt that this was a job that some layman ought to do, and 
some, probably some business man in the city ought to do, 



4046 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


and so, they agreed to that and some one nominated Mr. 
Martin, and Mr. Martin was elected as the chairman of the 
meeting and subsequently he was elected as the chairman 
of this organization which was formed. 

Mr. Martin then took the floor and he said that he was 
impressed with the fact that we had represented there that 
night all different groups and classes of people in the city. 

He said he felt that it was a mighty fine thing that in time 
of crisis such as had arisen here in Johnstown, that all 
religious and racial differences were broken down and that 
we had come together as one group for that which he be¬ 
lieved to be a good purpose, and he said that he admired the 
stand which the Mavor had taken and that he felt that we 
were taking a proper step that night in trying to back up 

the Mavor in this stand which he had taken. 

•> 

Q. Do you remember what Mr. Martin’s first name is? 
A. Francis C. Martin. 

Then, Mr. Martin called on, I think he called on 

7822 Mr. Heckman next and Mr. Heckman— 

Q. That is Mr. S. H. Heckman? A. Mr. S. H. 
Heckman, yes. 

7823 Q. Tell us what Mr. Heckman said, as you remem¬ 
ber. A. Mr. Heckman told us, he told this larger 

group that he had had this meeting with Mr. David Watkins, 
that Mr. Watkins had told him that he was not going to be 
responsible in any sense for any violence that developed 
here during the strike in our city, and Mr. Heckman said 
that he couldn’t understand why in the world it was that 
this strike had hit Johnstown, after all that these men be¬ 
fore him had had to endure, the untold suffering that they 
had had to go through in the recent flood, that it seemed 
to him almost Providential injustice for Johnstown now to 
be thrown into the strike, which appeared to be developing 
into a very serious one, but he said, “We came out of the 
flood on top,” he said, “if we try to do the right thing and 
the fair thing,” he said, “we are going to come out of this 
situation in the same way.” 

“And now,” he said, “if this group, or any group under¬ 
takes to show any partiality, or to show any bias, or to take 
sides in this controversy,” he said, “I personally want 
nothing whatever to do with it.” 
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He said, “If, however, we are meeting here tonightj to 
try and demonstrate to the city at large, which is so ter¬ 
ribly disturbed now, that we are going to try and maintain 
law and order, and so far as possible to protect the rights 
of our fellow citizens and their desire to work, as 

7824 apparently they are demonstrating that they want 
to work and not strike, why,” he said, “if that is 

the purpose of this meeting and of this organization,” he 
said, “I am very, very willing to lend my humble influence 
to it.” 

Following Mr. Heckman’s address, I think that Mr. Mar¬ 
tin called on Mr. Evans and Mr. Evans said that the mills 
were operating and that there had been some slight reces¬ 
sion in their rate of operations since the strike started, nut 
yet not a serious one, and that he was greatly encouragied 
to know that the operations were continuing at the ra[te 
that they were, and that the attitude of the company, or the 
position of the company was going to be that they were 
going to keep the mills open for the men who wanted to 
work, going to give them work if they wanted to work, and 
he said, from the performance during the last day or two, 
it looks as though the men do want to work and continue 
with their jobs. 

Now, at that point, I had to leave the meeting, because 
I had been asked to speak that same evening over at the 
American Legion. They were honoring the World W^r 
Mothers of our city, and so I left this meeting of citizens 
and went over to the American Legion head-quarters cjn 
Main Street and I found there—do you want to know what 
happened over there, too? 

7825 Q. I would like to know, yes. A. Well— 

Q. Go right ahead. A. Here were Legionnaires 
and War Mothers who had gathered there, and finally, I 
spoke to them and expressed my sentiments and sympathy 
for these mothers who had suffered such a terrible loss 
during the war, and then I got off on the strike, and I toll 
them that I had just come from this meeting,— 

Mr. Rose: Well, excuse me, I would like to object to this, 
Mr. Examiner, I don’t see what bearing it has, whether the 
Reverend talked to the women at the American Legioi 
headquarters. 
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Mr. Moore: It has this bearing, Mr. Examiner, he was 
talking to the citizens of Johnstown, expressing to them 
what his experiences had been, how he had felt, what he had 
done, what other people were doing in the city. This was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: And, so I told the Legionnaires and these 
War Mothers that I had just come from this meeting of 
citizens which was being held at the Elks Club and I thought 
they were going to form some kind of an organization there 
for the purpose of backing up the Mayor in trying to pre¬ 
serve peace and law and order here. 

7S26 And I said, “I understand that you Legionnaires 
have offered your services to the Mayor to help him 
out in trying to preserve the peace of the city.” 

And I said, “It seems to me as though you have done a 
fine and magnanimous thing here, although I certainly don't 
know as the Mayor will accept your kind offer of your ser¬ 
vices,” and then I said, “Whatever we do as citizens of this 
city,” I said, “let us keep in the middle of the road as far 
as the issues are concerned, but throw our influence on the 
side of justice and fairness.” 

Then I left the Legion meeting and I— 

Q. Let me interrupt you there, please. A. Yes. 

Q. You said Mr. Evans had been speaking at the meeting 
of the Elks Club. Had he finished his statement before you 
left? A. Yes. 

Q. All right, now, will you go right ahead after you left 
the— 

Q. I left the American Legion meeting at, perhaps, a 
quarter of eleven, or it may have been eleven o’clock, and I 
had parked my car over on, over on Conemaugh Street, and 
I went over there to get my car and I saw* that, that after I 
got my car, I was in the midst of another riot of some kind, 
and sa\v that quite a crowd of people had assembled 
7827 there on Conemaugh Street opposite the John 
Street Bridge, and I looked over the situation and 
saw that the center of activity seemed to be at the John 
Street Bridge, and so I worked my way through the people 
and went over to the John Street Bridge and I saw’ that the 
men on the bridge were throwing stones, apparently trying 
to prevent the workmen from crossing the bridge, and going 
to w’ork. 
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Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, appar¬ 
ently— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

The Witness: T also saw some policemen come up there 
and I saw that while there was a mob gathered arojind 
there, I saw that these policemen were in the center of 
tivity and trouble, and I did not see, however, exactly w 
was happening at that point. 

7828 But then some one threw some tear gas bombs and 
so I was perhaps seventy or eighty feet away from 

this trouble that were having and I ran away because the 
tear gas started to get in mv eves and so I ran awav frpm 
it and noticed that I was running alongside of a couple] of 
other men who had clubs in their hands and presently I 
saw the men get in their automobile and drive away. 

Well, I was very curious to know who these men were a 
why they were there with clubs, and what they were doi 
with these clubs and so I took the number of the car a 
thought I could find out perhaps who these men were ahd 
the following morning I called Mr. Campbell at the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce and gave him the number of this automo¬ 
bile and asked him if he would trace it for me, and he did 
that, and called me back in the course of two or three hours 
and said that that car belonged to a man in Derry, Penn¬ 
sylvania, which is a town down in the direction of Pitts¬ 
burgh, if I am not mistaken, it may be thirty or forty miles 
away from Johnstown, and that the car belonged to a mpn 
who lived in Derry and that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How would you spell that? 

The Witness: D-e-r-r-y. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, that was Tuesday morij- 

7829 ing, from your home. A. Yes. 

Q. Now, will you tell us whether you did anythin 
Tuesday, June 15th, with reference to the strike? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I wonder if you wl 
be good enough to fix the time of the previous evening, thfe 
last thing I heard he left the Legion meeting? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just so we can have it approxij- 
mately. 

Mr. Moore: I think he said he said that he left the Legioii 
meeting and got down to the Johns Street Bridge. 


1 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Johns Street— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Some time around, what did you say, 
Mr. Stanton? A. I think it was about eleven o’clock. 

Mr. Moore: That is what I remember. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What time did you leave there to go 
home, about ? A. I think I was there probably for about an 
hour or so. 

Mr. Moore: Is that sufficient, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I must have missed that. 

Q. (By ilr. Moore) Now, then, will you tell us about Tues¬ 
day, bearing in mind particularly the matters relating to 
the strike? A. Yes, well, Tuesday was a fairly quiet 

7830 day, it was a fairly quiet day so far as I was con¬ 
cerned. All that I did, as I recall, was to go in town 

in the evening and I ran into Mr. Campbell. 

Q. That is Lawrence Campbell ? A. Lawrence Campbell, 
and he related to me what he had been doing on Monday and 
Tuesday and some of the things that he had seen; how he 
had been cruising around the city and he told me about the 
violence that he had seen and then I invited him to go to a 
moving picture show with me, which he did, and after we 
came out of the show at about 9:30 we decided to drive out 
to Franklin. 

So we went way out through Franklin and crossed, went 
out to Franklin and crossed the bridge, and then turned to 
the stop, right there in front of Franklin, and turned to the 
right and went up, I don’t know what street. What street 
was the Franklin Boro— 

Mr. Rose: I think that was Main Street— 

The Witness: We turned to the right on Main street. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You mean the stop light there? A. 
Yes, at the stop light, and went up to the Upper Franklin 
Gate. We turned to the right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean after you crossed the 
bridge you made a right turn? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

7831 Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you got into Frank¬ 
lin proper? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I wonder if I may show Mr. Stanton 
this map here. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: This is a section of the bridge, here is the 
Main Street to which you referred and you remember that 
you turned here and then you come up here somewhere; 
do you mean that stop light that is near the Municipal 
Building ? 

(The document was passed to the witness.) 

A. No, this side of the Municipal Building, after you erbss 
the bridge, then there is a stop light and you turn to the 
right on Main Street and then you come out at that gate 
which is called the Upper Franklin Gate. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) This is the Upper Franklin Gate? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Then you come over Locust Street? A. Yes. 

Q. From Locust Street you turned, where did you go ,as 
you came here on Main Street? A. We turned there to the 
right. 

Q. You turned to the right? A. That’s right. 

7832 Q. Down towards the Upper Franklin Gate? A. 

Yes, that’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, you came across therje, 
across the bridge? 

The Witness: Yes, that’s right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, how far down did you get to 
the gate, that is the Upper Franklin Gate? A. Well, we 
stopped there, just before we got to the gate we stoppe^l 
and stood there and waited in the car for a little while 
and we didn’t sec any violence that evening that was par¬ 
ticularly bad. We saw them throwing some rocks and we 
heard a group of women and men shrieking and crying 
and calling somebody vile names and we saw street carl 
with the windows stoned out. 

I didn’t see any rocks actually being thrown through th|? 
street car windows. We waited there for a little while an 
finally drove up the hill beyond the gate and turned aroun 
and came back and went over again the same route ove 
which we had come and crossed along there rather slowl^ 
to see what was happening, to see the crowd. Finally we 
came back into the city and I went home. 

Q. About what time was it that you were at the Uppeil 
Franklin Gate? A. I would say at about maybe ten o’clock 
Q. You were not there, then, at the changing of thej 

7833 shifts? A. No. 
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Q. Well, as you had gone over this route, what were your 
observations as compared with the conditions that you had 
seen on Friday night and again on Saturday? A. Well— 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion. 

Mr. Moore: I am trying to have him make a compari¬ 
son between what he saw, it does call for a conclusion, to 
be sure, but the mental operation must be the guide, as to 
his action. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, I don’t think the violence was any 
worse, if I saw it there, we saw evidence of violence as 
we came back along Maple Avenue, I remember that we 
particularly pointed out the number of cars, the windows 
that were out of the automobiles, or I mean of the street 
cars, but it seemed as though the situation was fairly well 
in hand as well as it could be with a strike of this propor¬ 
tion going on. 

Q. Did you learn anything as to the rate of operations, 
did you reach any conclusion as to that, or were you ad¬ 
vised as to the rate of operations in the mill as compared 
with earlier days? A. Yes, I was told that the rate 
7834 of operations was building up steadily. 

Q. Well, now, that was Tuesday; do you remem¬ 
ber what time you got home; about ? A. Well, I think it was 
maybe about midnight. 

Q. Well, now, what did you do Wednesday, tell us what 
happened so far as you were concerned on Wednesday, 
the 16th, with reference to the strike? A. Wednesday Mr. 
Campbell called me in the afternoon and asked me if I 
would come to his office that evening and meet with a group 
of people who were going to be there and 1 asked him 
what the nature of the gathering was and he did not tell me, 
but he said it is going to be a rather important meeting and 
I would like to have you present and I said, I told him that 
T could not be there until after midnight—after my mid¬ 
week service, which I have on Wednesday nights, and he 
said that that would be all right, he said, “Come at S:30”, 
and he said, “I will have the rest of the people there at 
that hour,” and so I went' down that evening about 8:30 
and I found Mr. A. M. Custer and Mr. Francis Martin 
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and Mr. Campbell and Rabbi Granowitz present and mere 
may have been another man or two there, I can’t just recall, 
but I do recall that those men were present. 

So Mr. Campbell explained to me and to the others 

7835 that Rabbi Granowitz was protesting the fact and 
had protested the fact that some articles had | ap¬ 
peared in the newspapers, that he had known nothing abj)ut, 
and he had supposed that he was the one who was to| be 
responsible for putting all of the publicity in regard to the 
Citizens’ Committee in the papers. 

He also protested the fact that we were going to have 
this Citizens’ Committee which had been formed, was going 
to have some kind of a mass meeting of citizens on Friday 
night and now they had changed it to Thursday night with¬ 
out consulting Rabbi Granowitz, and then the Rabbi spj)ke 
for himself and he said, “I think that you have no right 
to put publicity into the newspapers without consulting 
the Publicity Committee, of which I am the Chairman.” 

Then Mr. Martin explained to Rabbi Granowitz that the 
committee of which he had been appointed as the chairman 
on Monday night, at the meeting on Monday night, was ^iot 
intended to be a publicity committee but only a committee 
to interview Mr. Watkins and to find out from Mr. Watkins 
how far he was going to be responsible for the violence 
which was rapidly developing in the strike and we tried 
to explain to Rabbi Granowitz that his concern here resulted 
from misapprehension on his part as to what kind ofl a 
committee lie actually was the chairman of and then 

7836 Rabbi Granowitz also said that he understood tljat 
Mr. Clare, Representative Clare Hoffman, was goijng 

to be invited to address this mass meeting to be held on 
Thursday evening, and that he did not feel that Represen¬ 
tative Hoffman was the proper person to speak before 
this mass meeting, and we tried to get Rabbi Granowitz 
straightened out as to his status with the committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Whose status? 

The Witness: His, Rabbi Granowitz. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

The Witness: And urged him to try and cooperate in 
every way as an influential citizen of the city in this good 
cause, that we all were interested in, and that, as 1 recall, 
is about all that happened that night. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, you spoke of the appointment of 
the committee of which Mr. Granowitz, or Rabbi Grano- 
witz, was a member or chairman; was that committee, if 
you know, appointed at the meeting at the Elks Club on 
Monday night? A. Monday night. 

Q. You didn’t say anything about it when you were de¬ 
scribing what happened at that meeting before you left? 
A. You see I had left before that happened, but I called 
Mr. Campbell on Tuesday morning and asked what hap¬ 
pened after I left and he said that Mr. Martin was made 
the permanent chairman of this organization, they 

7537 decided they were going to form some kind of a loose 
organization there for this purpose, and that Mr. 

Martin had been made the chairman with the power of ap¬ 
pointing such committees as were deemed necessary, and 
I understood that he had appointed certain committees that 
night. 

Q. Was Mr. Campbell the secretary of the meeting, do 
you know? A. Well, that I don’t recall. 

Q. Well, now, did any one say beside Rabbi Granowitz, 
that he was the chairman of that committee, or was act¬ 
ing as chairman, or what ! A. Well, you mean at the 
Wednesday night meeting? 

Q. Yes, I mean the meeting— A. Well, it seemed to be 
perfectly clear to Mr. Martin and Mr. Campbell and Mr. 
Custer that this was not intended to be a publicity com¬ 
mittee of which Rabbi Granowitz had been appointed as 
the chairman. 

Mr. Rose: I would like to move to strike that latter state¬ 
ment, “It seemed to be perfectly clear to Mr. Martin—” 
I submit that is a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what they said 

Mr. Rose: Is that stricken? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that may go out. 

Mr. Moore: It is hardly responsive to my question, 

7538 I didn’t make it clear. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What I was trying to find out 
is, whether, from anything that was said, or whether any¬ 
thing was said, that indicated to the effect that Rabbi Gran¬ 
owitz was, that is, whether he had actually been appointed 
the chairman or whether he was acting as chairman? A. 
Well, I still don’t quite understand the meaning of your 
question. 
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Q. Well, you were not present? A. No. 

Q. At the Monday night meeting when he was elected? 
A. No. 

Q. Perhaps it is hardly fair, it isn’t important? A. N|d. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You might, Mr. Moore, if Vou 
care to, have this witness tell us what the various parlies 
said at the Wednesday night meeting which might give us 
some clue as to the attitude of the parties. I gather that 
you are trying to get from this witness his reaction as to the 
attitude of the parties at the Wednesday night meeting! as 
to whether or not Rabbi Granowitz was or was not {he 
chairman of the Publicity Committee. . | 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I wanted to be sure and I undbr- 
7839 stood that the record showed that Rabbi Granowitz 
had been appointed chairman, or whether he w)as 
simply acting as chairman in the absence of some one. A. I 
see. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think for that purpose the con¬ 
versation that went on Wednesday night would be material 
if this witness remembers what the conversations were. 

Mr. Moore: Maybe Mr. Stanton didn’t know, maybe he 
doesn’t know, rather. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he doesn’t know, he doesn 
know. 

The Witness: Well, I do, T remember, if you want thalt, 
that after Mr. Martin had explained to Rabbi Granowitz 
that he had appointed him as the Chairman of a certain 
committee with a very specific function which was to ca|ll 
upon Mr. Watkins and have an interview with him, rathbr 
than handling all publicity in connection with this commit¬ 
tee, that then Mr. Custer said, “That is right, Rabbi,” he 
said, “that was the thing that your committee was suppose 
to do,” and Mr. Campbell backed it up with his affirmatio 
too, and then I said to Rabbi Granowitz, “Well, grantin 
that you were appointed as the chairman of the Publicit 
Committee,” I said, “did you act or try to get any pu 
licity in the newspapers?” And he said, “No.” 

7480 Well, I said, this was an important committee and 
said we needed to get out to the people of Johnstown 
that we had met and that we were taking this action and J 
said, “You should have tried to get the publicity in imme 


’t 
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diatelv and somebody had to do it, even if you were the 
Chairman of the Publicity Committee you have not acted in 
that capacity.’’ 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Can you tell me, if you know, the 
names of the other members of that so-called Publicity 
Committee? A. Well, I am afraid, I remember that Dr. 
Nicely was a member of it and I can’t recall who the other 
men were. 

Q. It isn’t important, well, now, then, did anything hap¬ 
pen as far as you were concerned on Wednesday evening 
after that conference? A. No, I think not. 

Q. Then, will you take up Thursday and tell us what hap¬ 
pened on Thursday, in so far as you were concerned? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you take that up in about 
ten minutes? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Shall we take a recess of ten minutes, Mr. 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we have got another hour 
to go. 

7841 Mr. Moore: All right, I think we are all glad to 
have a recess. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ten-minute recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed, as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Nine o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Thereupon, at 4:45 o’clock p.m., January 28, 1958, the 
hearing was adjourned to nine o’clock a.m., Saturday, Jan¬ 
uary 29, 1938.) 

7846 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170”. 

R-177 

The Auditorium, 

Central High School, 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

January 29, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:00 o’clock a. m. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4057 

I 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. 0.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., land 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of CravathJ de 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood, 15 Broad Street, I^ew 
York, N. Y.), Attorneys on behalf of the respondents. 

7847 Proceedings 

i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please c^me 
to order. 1 

Rev. John H. Stanton resumed the stand as a witness ) by 
and on behalf of the respondents, and having been previ¬ 
ously duly sworn, testified further as follows: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, Mr. Moore. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Stanton, you remember that jijist 
before we adjourned yesterday afternoon, you had finished 
your statement as to a description for us of what had hap¬ 
pened up to Thursday, June 17tli, and I had asked you the 
question, “Will you take up Thursday and tell us what 
happened on Thursday in so far as you were concerned | ’ 9 
Now, will you pick up at that point, please, and go ahead? 
A. Well, I had previously understood that Representative 
Clare Hoffman was coining to the city on Thursday to ad¬ 
dress a mass meeting which was being held here in the 
Central High School Auditorium on that Thursday evening. 
And so I had read in, I think in Time Magazine of a we^k 
or two before that, a speech which Representative 

7848 Hoffman had made on the subject of the C. I. 0. and 
it appeared to me from this report of his speech thit 

he was sort of hipped, I guess I will have to say, on Com¬ 
munism and the C. I. 0., and I felt that, for the moment,— 
Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, I object to this, move to strike. 
Mr. Moore: It seems to me, Mr.—excuse me, have you 
finished? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 
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Mr. Moore: It seems to me that this is a part of the back¬ 
ground, what this man did. T am sure he can go on and tie 
up the situation. It is the reason for his doing and saying 
what he subsequently said, as he will show. I am sure that 
when you have heard that part, let him finish and say what 
he is about to say, you will see that there is a very close 
connection. 

Mr. Rose: I submit there is some limit to showing what 
this man reads and his characterization of various matters 
that he reads, I don’t see how all that is material, what hap¬ 
pened, let’s have what he did, said and heard. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think he has characterized anything. 

Mr. Rose: He did. 

7849 Mr. Moore: I think what he reads in the news¬ 
papers and in magazines that are regularly circu¬ 
lated in the countrv, certainlv do have a bearing in showing 
why the witness did or tried to do certain things. 

Mr. Rose: Well, there will be no limit to this, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, yes, there is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course, I have a certain 
amount of discretion of judgment in the matter. I will let 
it stand. 

7850 The Witness: Why you see I did not think that 
Representative Hoffman’s apparent anxiety about 

Communism and the C. I. O. concerned us here in Johns¬ 
town at all, concerned our local situation at all. I was eager 
to get Mr. Hoffman’s ear in advance of the meeting and 
urge him not to talk on that subject that he apparently had 
been talking about on previous occasions. 

Therefore, I volunteered to go down to Pittsburgh and 
meet Mr. Hoffman there and bring him up from Pittsburgh 
to Johnstown and so they sent word to Washington that I 
would meet him there and I waited at my home all the after¬ 
noon for word from him as to when I should meet him, and 
finally word did come through that he had changed his plans 
and intended to drive straight from Washington to Johns¬ 
town. I, therefore, came to his hotel as soon as I heard that 
he had arrived and spent a few minutes with him there and 
then accompanied him over to this school building and as 
we came into the building I saw that a very sizable crowd 
of people had assembled here and estimated the crowd as 
being in the neighborhood of a thousand people. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) If I may interrupt you, there tyas 
the meeting, what was the hotel at which you saw Mr. Huff¬ 
man, Representative Hoffman? A. At the Fort Stan^ix 
Hotel. 

7851 Q. About what time was that? A. Well, I woijild 
say, T met him there soon after—well, now, pardon 

me— I had dinner with him there, which I had forgotten, 
I had dinner with him there. May I put that in? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Surely. A. And with certain oth|er 
persons. There was, I recall, a reporter for the Associated 
Press and a reporter for the United Press and Mr. Camp¬ 
bell and Mr. Martin. 

Q. That is Lawrence Campbell? A. Yes. 

Q. And Francis Martin? A. Yes. 

Q. Yes. A. And we ate with Representative Hoffman aild 
then came over to the high school auditorium arriving her|e, 
I say, about a quarter after seven. 

Q. Now, just a moment, had this meeting, whatever it wafe, 
been previously planned and had you any part in the plan¬ 
ning of it? A. In regard to the dinner? 

Q. No, the meeting here or the meeting to which you wen|t. 
A. No, I had nothing whatever to do with this meet- 

7852 ing, as to who was to speak or anything else in con¬ 
nection with it. 

Q. Will you tell us, if you haven’t done so, what you said 
to Representative Hoffman at the dinner or after the dinner 
and before the speaking? A. Well, before Mr. Hoffman 
spoke and while the other persons were speaking who werp 
scheduled to address the meeting I remained with Repre¬ 
sentative Hoffman here in this little room to our right and 
talked with him perhaps an hour or more while the other 
speakers were addressing the audience and tried very hard 
to impress upon him that our Johnstown’s Citizens Commit ¬ 
tee had been organized for only one specific function anc 
that was to try and preserve law and order here in our city 
and the right of the men to work who were demonstrating 
that they wanted to work and I urged upon him to try, in his 
remarks, to hack us up in that purpose and to urge upon] 
this audience, the people, the necessity of sticking to that! 
original purpose of the Committee and not to try to bring 
in about Communism or other matters pertaining to the 
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C. I. 0. which I thought were irrelevant to our particular 
situation here and I, from time to time, came and stood 
here at the wing of the stage to see who was speaking and 
to make certain that I could tell Congressman Hoffman 
when he was due to appear. 

7853 Q. (By Mr. Moore) That meeting was here in this 
auditorium? A. Yes. 

Q. Where \\;e now are? Can you tell me who were on the 
stage, if any one, at the time of the meeting, and who spoke? 
A. Yes. The men on the stage, I think, were certain mem¬ 
bers of the Executive Committee of the Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee, who were sitting here in chairs on the platform. 

Q. Where we now are? A. Yes. And, well, there was Mr. 
Hiram G. Andrews, lie was sitting here, who was to speak, 
and Mayor Shields, and I think certain members of the 
School Board were here, and I— 

Q. Can you tell us the names of any members of the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee that you are reasonably sure were here 
on the platform? It isn’t important. A. Yes—I don’t know 
that I can. I, in the course of the evening, I saw all of the 
members of the Executive; Committee here, T think, but I 
wouldn’t be certain that they were sitting on the platform 
that night. 

Q. Now, will you go ahead and tell us who spoke that you 
know spoke? A. Well, I heard but a part of the addresses 
which preceded Congressman Hoffman’s address. I 

7854 heard the part of the remarks that Mayor Shields 
made, and, so far as I could make out, about all that 

he was doing that evening was again declaring to the people 
that his position in this strike was to be an impartial one, 
so far as the sides of the issues were concerned, but that 
he stood here upon the platform, he hoped, as a symbol of 
justice and of peace, so far as he could make it prevail in 
our city. 

Q. Did Mr. Andrews spenk? A. And Mr. Andrews spoke, 
and all that I heard Mr. Andrews say was that he felt cer¬ 
tain that this strike had been precipitated, not by the better 
element of the steel workers in our city, but by a minority 
of agitators, who were living and working here, and also 
by persons who had been brought in from the outside for 
the purpose of making this an effective strike. That is 
practically all I heard Mr. Andrews say. 
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Q. Now, will you go ahead. Did you hear any one else 
speak, or did any one else speak? A. Oh, if I may ie ex¬ 
cused, I do recall that Mr. Andrews spoke also of the flood, 
and he said in all justice, that the S. W. 0. C. could [have, 
if they were going to have a strike in the Bethlehem Mills, 
that they should have started the strike in some other city 
than Johnstown, because of the fact that we here 

7855 have been caused to suffer so terribly, because of the 
flood which we had had, and that now this strike was 

more than we deserved, and then the time came foil Mr. 
Hoffman to speak, and Mr. Hoffman congratulated ijis on 
this step which we had taken, and also on the size ojf the 
audience that had gathered here that night. 

And then he told us about strikes that he had observed 
in his own state, in Monroe, Michigan; he told us about 
some of the things that happened there. And also in Lan¬ 
sing, Michigan, or, I think it is East Lansing, where ithev 
had their strike, and then he got off on the very subject 
that I didn’t want him to speak on, which was Communism, 
and did start telling about the fact that he felt that the 
0.1. 0. was chuck full of Communism. 

And he went on at some length about that, and finally, 
urged us to stick together in the purpose for which we had 
started, and that is about all. I didn’t feel that Congress¬ 
man Hoffman’s address helped the situation an awful lot. 

Mr. Hose: I move to strike that, Mr. Examiner, his con¬ 
clusion. I don’t see what that has to do with it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Mr. Mooi’e: Well— 

7856 Trial Examiner Bloom: Although I confess, I 
don’t know quite what this means as proof, but I 
will let it stand. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think it shows a mental attitude and 
that is, as I have said before, important. It has a beating 
upon what the real purpose of the organization of the (piti- 
zens’ Committee was. 

7857 Q. (Bv Mr. Moore ) Now, will you go ahead? Did 
anybody else speak or was anything else said or 

done at the meeting? A. Yes, at the close of Congressman 
Hoffman’s address, Doctor, or rather Carl Geis,—Fr^nk 
Geis came to the platform and offered a resolution and that 
resolution was in substance, that the right to work is a sov- 
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ereign one with men and we have organized to protect it 
and we shall continue to protect it. 

Now, that is only a very loose narrative of that. It is 
in the newspapers, but I don’t have, I only recall that that 
resolution was made here, do you see? 

Q. Do you— A. And it was— 

Q. Do you have any copy of the resolution, or was one 
given to you that night, so that you could produce what 
you know was the resolution? A. Yes, I think I do have it, 
because it was turned over to me the next day, but I haven’t 
referred to it and don’t have it here. It is in the newspapers 
of the following day, I am sure of that. 

Mr. Moore: 1 wonder, Mr. Examiner, if I may ask Mr. 
Stanton, if he wouldn’t see if he can find it. I would like 
to have the exact resolution in the record and be permitted 
to introduce it through him on Monday, if he can find 

7858 it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well,'— 

Mr. Moore: I might say this, in addition: you will re¬ 
member that, I think it was Rabbi Granowitz, maybe Rev. 
Mi*. Woloshuk, who stated, something of the substance, and 
I showed him a copy that T had of a resolution and he said 
that, as near as he could remember, that was it. Now, I 
don't know, that was on cross-examination, I don’t know 
whether that was correct or not, and I would like to have 
the record show the correct resolution. 

If the copy of that was read, presented to the meeting, 
was turned over to Mr. Stanton, it seems to me that it 
would probably be the best evidence. 

7859 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course the reso¬ 
lution isn’t before us now, but I think you will be 

back here Monday. When you return will you try to bring 
with you the paper that Mr. Moore has referred to? 

The Witness: Yes, I will, I will. 

Mr. Moore: Or, I take it, that if he cannot do that he will 
be in a position where he can tell us that he knows that a 
particular resolution, which he will show us, was the reso¬ 
lution that was adopted. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, if you can’t find 
the original, a copy will be satisfactory. 

Mr. Moore: All right, if you will do that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I understand, Mr. Moore 
you particularly want the original? 
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3d, if 


Mr. Moore: Yes, I would like to have it. Well, I jlon’t 
care about that, what we know is the accurate resolution, I 
don’t care if it is a copy. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: For that purpose you ar^ not 
.going ahead with a copy at this time? 

Mr. Moore: No, I would rather be sure and, as a mlatter 
of fact, I don’t happen to have with me the newspaper] that 
contains the copy, or to which Mr. Stanton has referr 
it contains a copy, as I assume, of course, it does. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, did any one else say 

7860 anything; or do anything* at that meeting as far as 
the meeting itself was concerned? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Yes, after Mr. Geis had offered his resolu¬ 
tion which was adopted by acclamation of the audienc^, Dr. 
Nicely, Dr. George H. Nicely, I think his middle initi 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) “IT” for Henry or “W” for 
liam? A. George W. Nicely, came forward from the 
ence and said that the committee which Mr. Martin ha 
pointed to call on Mr. Watkins, Mr. David Watkins, 
fulfilled its obligations and wished to be discharged 
Mr. Martin entertained a resolution that this committee 
ing done the thing which it was charged to do, should 
be discharged from further duty. 

Q. May I ask you to stop for a moment? May I ask 
Mr. Martin should have said he would entertain a m 
of that sort, you haven’t told us— A. Mr. Martin was 
siding as the chairman of the meeting. 

Q. Yes. A. And so it was voted that this committee of 
which Dr. Nicely was a member and for which he wa 
porting should be discharged. 

Q. Was that the committee of which you spoke] ves- 

7861 terdav as the so-called Publicity Committee, or the 
committee which Eabbi Granowitz had called the 

Publicity Committee? A. Yes, that was the committee. 

Q. Well, now, is there anything further about that meet¬ 
ing that you think it is important for us to know? 

Mr. Bose: Well, I object to the form of that question. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think you meant it quite 
that way, Mr. Moore, suppose you reframe the question. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I realize that, but I— 

The Witness: Oh, I can’t— 
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Mr. Moore: All I wanted to do was to get ourselves in a 
position where, if the matter is not pertinent, I don’t want 
to ask leading questions and we can readily— 

The Witness: Well, no, I can’t recall that there is any¬ 
thing else that happened that night. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, then, that was Thursday, 
June 17th; did anything else happen in so far as you know 
which you deemed relevant to the strike or to the work 
of the committee outside of that meeting? A. On that dav? 

Q. Yes. A. Well— 

Q. Going back even earlier in the day? A. Well, I 

7862 don’t know, that is a long ways back and this is pretty 
early in the morning. 

Q. Had you been at the gates during that day, do you re¬ 
member, and seen anything that was going on there or had 
anything occurred in connection with the strike that you 
had heard or seen which impressed itself upon your mind. 
Well, if not, let's — A. I know that some time during that 
week T took another trip to Franklin, but I wouldn’t say 

that that was the dav. 

•• 

Q. Well, now, then, if that is all that is of interest on 
Thursday, will you tell us about Friday, June 18th, what, 
if anything, happened on that day with reference to the 
strike? A. Yes, on Friday afternoon, early in the after¬ 
noon, Mr. Campbell called me and said that there were 
going to be certain men meeting at the Fort Stanwix Hotel 
that afternoon and wanted to know if I would come down 
and meet with them. So I asked him the nature of the 
meeting and who was going to be there, and he urged me to 
come and find out, but he said, “It is going to be very im¬ 
portant.’' 

So I went down to the Fort Stanwix Hotel at about four 
o’clock in the afternoon and I saw a group of men who 
were standing and sitting there in the lobby of the 

7863 hotel and I called Carl Geis to one side and asked 
who those men were and he pointed out to me Mr. 

Bashore, Balph Bashore, the Secretary of Labor of Penn¬ 
sylvania, and I think Mr. Tom Williams, who was a mem¬ 
ber of the Governor’s staff and, I am certain, that Mr. Tom 
Prendergast was there, and I am pretty certain that Mr. 
Sullivan was there, who was also either Secretary of the 
Governor, at least connected with the Governor’s office. 
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There were also men there from Johnstown. MrJ Camp¬ 
bell was there, Mr. Frank Geis, Mr. A. M. Custer, and 
Fatlier Woloshuk. Those were all that I recall definitely. 

Mr. Bashore and Mr. Prendergast seemed to be the 
spokesmen for the group and they, particularly, Mr. 
Bashore, told us that our anxiety here in Johnstown was 
quite unfounded. He said, “They are having strikes all 
over the country,’’ he said, “out in East Chicago, why, men 
have been killed,” and he said, “We have been having 
strikes here in this State,” he said, “it is sweeping the 
country,” and he said, “some of them are much mo|re vio¬ 
lent than any situation that you have had here and tjiere is 
no reason why you citizens of Johnstown should be at all 
disturbed.” 

Then we came back at Mr. Bashore and told him things 
that we had seen and observed. We told him about 

7864 threats and violence that we had seen and about the 
general feeling of fear that prevailed througholut the 

city and then Mr. Prendergast said, “Well, there is n<f good 
reason why you should have had the strike here at a|ll.” 

He said, “If the company had have signed this contract, 
or would still be willing to sign the contract,” why, he said, 
“this strike would be over in a hurry and if you citizens 
want to use your influence to get this situation cleanejd up, 
try and prevail upon the company to sign this contract and 
get the thing over with.” 

Then I feel certain that Mr. Prendergast went on tp say 
that the Governor of the State was in the sugar business 
and, “he has had to sign contracts and recognizes the rieces- 
sity of contracts and so we ought to have a contract here, 
do you see, and we wouldn’t have any strike.” 

So that was their attitude and that, in substance, was 
what they said. 

Then T said to Mr. Bashore, as we were breaking up, (well, 
I said, “I want it made perfectly clear to you that as a Citi¬ 
zens' Committee here we have not deemed it our duty t<j) try 
and prevail upon the company to sign a contract or toj not 
sign the contract or to try and prevail upon the work- 

7865 men to strike or not to strike.” 

I said. “We are not going so far as to take a position in 
that difference of opinion between two parties.” 

But l said, “We found ourselves faced here with a situa¬ 
tion where it appeared to us that the vast majority of our 
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fellow citizens were being forced into something which 
they did not consent to and did not want, and as a result 
of their desire to continue at work,” I said, “it is precipi¬ 
tated, it has precipitated, this violence and this state of 
terror that has prevailed through our city, and that is the 
only reason why, as citizens, we have come together and 
organized at all, and because we have wanted to try and 
bac k up our Mayor with our public sentiment and try as far 
as we can in legal and peaceful ways to protect our fellow 
citizens and their right to work,” I tried to make that very 
clear to Mr. Bashore before he left that afternoon. 

I reiterated to those men who were here from the Gov¬ 
ernor’s Cabinet the purpose of the committee and tried 
my best to see that they were not confused as to what we 
were doing or had done or intended to do. 

7866 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you say anything to them 
with reference to what had been, was being done, 

with regard to the maintenance of law and order? A. Yes. 
Mr. Prendergast spoke about—oh, he said, “Well, what 
about these”? 

He said, “Mr. Stanton, vou sav that vou are onlv trving 
to preserve law and order here by peaceful means, and,” 
he said, “What about these vigilantes all over the city”? 

“Why” I said “Why, there are no vigilantes all over 
the city.” And I said, “That is not correct.” And I said, 
“We have not now and never have had vigilantes all over 
this city or in any part of the city in the strict interpreta¬ 
tion of the word “vigilante”. 

“Now,” I said, “there may be a certain number of men 
who have been especially deputized by the Mayor to try 
and protect the lives and property of these men, who are 
trying to get them out of their homes and get to the mill 
without being beaten and, but,” I said, “so far as that is 
concerned,” I said, “those men actually are not participat¬ 
ing in the prevention of this violence in any very definite 
way.” 

1 said, “Their presence through the city is acting as a 
quieting effect upon the city. It is a helpful thing to have 
these men here.” 

7867 I said to him that our police force here in Johns¬ 
town is built up only for the handling normal, peace¬ 
ful situations, which prevail throughout the city in the most 
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months throughout the year, and that we cannot afford to 
maintain here a police force which would be large (jnougli 
to cope with a situation of the magnitude of a major strike. 

And I said, “We are perfectly justified in having certain 
of our fellow citizens here who have been recruited from 
the Civil Service list, volunteered to do special police duty 
of a very limited nature, when we are in the midst of a 
situation such as we have here at the present time.” 

“But,” I said, “for you to say, or even to imply, that 
we have vigilantes here who are going about trying to, in 
any sense, terrorize people,” I said, “is not even in sight 
of the truth, and the facts in the case.” 

Q. Now then, if that is the only— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, do you want tc make 
sure that that was the end of that conversation? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I was about to do that. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember anything else 
about that conversation, Mr. Stanton? The Examine:* indi¬ 
cates a desire to know everything that was said. A. Yes, I 
also recall that these men who were here from the 
786S Governor’s office told us that they had been cruising 
around the city and that they hadn’t seen anything 
which would give us reason to be so concerned, and some 
one said to them— I don’t know who said it, I didn’t say 
this— but some one said— 

Q. Some one in your party? A. Some one in our party 
said. “Why, you should have been here a few days a.ejo.” 

Tie said. “We will admit that now things have settled 
down and the men are going back to work in droves and 
things are practically normal here by now, so far as the 
operations are concerned, and the men have maintained 
their right to work, they are doing the thing that they had 
wanted to do from the beginning, and,— but,” we said, 
“You should have been here a few days ago and seen what 
was happening then.” 

And we also referred to the fact, I think, that Major 
Adams was doing a pretty good job here in trying to keep 
the picketing, peaceful picketing, so far as possible. 

Q. Will you tell us who Major Adams is? A. Well, Major 
Adams at that time was the head of the State, the State 
Police. 

Q. The Pennsylvania ? A. I think, State Police. 
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7869 Q. Do you know what his name is? A. It is Lynn 
G. Adams. 

Q. You say he was at that time? He is no longer in that 
position? A. No, he has since given that up. 

Q. Does that completely cover things? A. So far as I 
recall, that covers everything that day. 

Q. Now, then, will you come down to Saturday, June 19th, 
and in the same way, tell us what happened on that day 
with reference to the strike, in so far as you know, what you 
did, what you said, what others said to you and in your 
presence? A. Either on Friday evening, or— 

Q. May I, may I break in? A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, just today Mr. Stanton has 
indicated a little hesitation in changing some statements 
made. I think I should say to him that he is always free at 
any time to change any statement he has made when it has 
ocurred to him that the statement which he has made was 
not quite accurate. So please don't hesitate to give us any 
change or correction that you wish to make. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is very correct. 

7870 Mr. Moore: At any time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As Mr. Moore stated, if 
you say something and then discover afterwards that you 
may have omitted something which you deem to be impor¬ 
tant, for instance, if you get a date mixed up, you may have 
told us about something which you think occurred on one 
dav and then later on vou suddenlv recall that it mav have 
occurred on a different day, please don’t hesitate to just 
stop and tell us, or make any correction. 

Mr. Moore: Or that some one was present at a conference 
and then vou discover that vou were mistaken there, alwavs 
give us your correction at any time quite freely. I inter¬ 
rupted you. 

The Witness: Well, either on Friday evening, or Satur¬ 
day morning, I heard, or possibly read, that Mr. Lewis was 
organizing, possibly forty thousand miners were to come 
to Johnstown and, so, early that morning, at about seven 
thirty, I went into the center of the city and went to the 
Chamber of Commerce office and found Mr. Campbell there. 

Q. That is Lawrence Campbell? A. Yes. And I said to 
Mr. Campbell, “Well, now, here is a new turn of affairs and, 
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why in the world should this happen? And, is there any 
uossible thing that can be done to try and forestall this in¬ 
vasion of this large number of miners in Johns- 

7871 town?” 

And, he replied that he didn’t know what could be 
done, but it did seem to him a very serious thing if we w’ere 
to have forty thousand men marching in here over the Week¬ 
end in a city that only has sixty or seventy thousand peo¬ 
ple in it, the center of the city. 

And, so, Mr. Campbell called Mr. Martin and Mr. fleck- 
man and Mr. George Fiig, and Mr. Carl Geis and Mr., Mr.— 
let’s see,—he called one man who was connected with the 
Local Miners Union and that man was present, and I think 
his name was Mr. Thomas, and then—and those men came, 
as soon as they could get there. 

I think about eight-thirty all of them were there] and 
then Mr. Geis suggested that since Sheriff Boyle w T as the 
highest ranking police officer in our county, that Sheriff 
Boyle would surelv be the man who could have some influ- 
ence in keeping these miners from invading the city^ and 
that we certainly ought to get Sheriff Boyle there, and. find 
out how far he would go in keeping these miners out. 

And, so, Mr. Geis, who is a friend of the sheriff’s, called 
his home and he came down to the meeting and so, we sat 
there discussing this situation and wondering what steps 
ought to be done to try and protect the city in case 

7872 the miners came in, as we anticipated that they were 
going to come in, and then we put it up to Mr. Boyle 

and we asked him if there wasn’t something that he could 
do to get this thing stopped, and Mr. Boyle said that— 

Q. Do you remember particularly anything that any body 
said to him, either you or any of the other members present 
said to Boyle? Oh, I am sorry, perhaps I interrupted you. 
A. Well, I, I think that—now, I think that I brought Mr. 
Boyle in here a little bit ahead of the story. 

1 think it was this way,—that then about ten or eleven 
o’clock the telephone rang and some one reported to Mr. 
Campbell that the Governor had declared martial la^jv. I 
think that was it, and I thnk it was after that that w T e called 
Mr. Boyle in, Sheriff Boyle, because the report came in over 
the telephone that Sheriff Boyle had called the Governor or 
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wired the Governor asking that a modified state of martial 
law be declared here in the city, because of this threatened 
invasion of the miners. 

Then, it was that Mr. Boyle came. We invited him to 
come there to find out what there was about that, and Mr. 
Boyle came, and then it was that we interrogated 

7873 him. And, I recall that Mr. Heckman said, “Sheriff 
Boyle, if you had influence enough with the authori¬ 
ties in Harrisburg to have a state of modified martial law 
declared here in this city, why could you not have used that 
same influence to keep these miners from coming into our 
city?” 

And he said, “ You could have.” And he said, “You are 
the highest ranking officer in this county.” He said, “You 
are the man who is responsible for the peace of this county 
and you certainly know that it isn’t maintaining the peace 
when you let forty thousand men, probably improperly led 
and controlled, march into a peaceful city.” 

And Sheriff Boyle passed it off and did not indicate that 
he could have stopped the miners or that he was inclined to 
try and do anything about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you mind telling us what 
he said, if he said anything? 

The Witness: I can’t recall what Sheriff Boyle said. I 
don’t think he said much of anything. As I recall, he 
passed it off without making any definite reply to it. 

Mr. Hose: I move to strike his conclusion, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the testimonv of the wit- 
ness is clear. 

7874 The Witness: I remember very clearly what Mr. 
Heckman said to him. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That you have stated to us. A. But 
the reason why I can’t give you the reply of Mr. Boyle is 
that I don’t think Mr. Boyle made a reply. 

Q. Well, now, then, will you go ahead with the rest of the 
day, anything that happened, anything you did, or that 
others did in your presence? 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, may I interrupt? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: Have we had the time of this meeting that has 
just been described ? 
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Mr. Moore: Yes, he has stated the time, I think. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you state it again? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I did have a note to ask you at about 
what time you got down to Mr. Campbell’s office. A. Yes, 
I got there that morning at about 7:30. 

Q. And you stated—A. And this conference was happen¬ 
ing from then on until ten or eleven o’clock, I think it [was, 
when Sheriff Boyle came and we were talking with hinji. 

Q. Well, now, will you go ahead with the rest of the day? 
A. Well, I think that the Sheriff left right after that an<|I we 
sat there wondering what there was that we epuld 

7875 do, if anything, as citizens of the city to try and keep 
our mills from being closed because an extra, I re¬ 
call, had been printed by the Tribune or the Democrat, I 
am not certain, and we sent down and had one of those 
papers brought up and we saw that as a part of this modi¬ 
fied martial law edict which the Governor had declared, that 
he was going to close these mills and so we wondered yffiat 
steps we could take to dissuade him from that action wjiich 
we felt to be entirely unwarranted and entirely unnecessary, 
and finally I suggested that it might help if we were to call 
Mr. Taft, Charles P. Taft, whom I had read had been ap¬ 
pointed by President Roosevelt as the Chairman of a Me- 
diation Board, whose duty it was to try and mediate the 
differences here between the workmen and the several steel 
companies in these troubled steel areas. 

I also recalled that Mr. Taft in accepting that chairn an- 
ship had stated that the policy of his committee was going 
to be, his Mediation Committee, was going to be to try and 
persuade the various steel companies, so far as possible], to 
maintain the status quo in their operations, and also to try 
and persuade the workmen or the pickets to maintain the 
status quo as it was then, not to become more violent, no*; to 
try and build up their operations, but to hold things steady 
for a few days in these several steel strikes until 

7876 after this Mediation Board could get together and 
decide upon some policy which would govern the sev¬ 
eral steel mills, the companies. 

So I volunteered to call Mr. Taft on the phone and that I 
did, and called his office in Cincinnati and learned that he 
was in Cleveland, and I reached him in perhaps half an 
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hour and I told Mr. Taft who I was and I told him that we 
had this Citizens’ Committee in Johnstown and that a small 
group of us were meeting there at that moment in the 
Chamber of Commerce office, and I said the reason why we 
are gathered here is that we have been threatened here with 
an invasion of forty-thousand miners in our city and I said 
Mr. Lewis and Mr. Murray have publicly declared that they 
are going to send that army of men here in our city in order 
to try and make effective a steel strike here which has 
failed. 

I said then, because of this threatened coming of the 
miners, I said, “Our Governor Earle has declared martial 
law and he has stated that he is going to close our mills,” al¬ 
though, I said, “The mills are operating now at a very fine 
rate of capacity and it is the judgment, or the best of our 
knowledge, that the strike has not seriously, at least 

7877 is not seriously, affecting their rate of operations 
today.” And I said, “I read in the paper where you, 

upon accepting the chairmanship of the Mediation Com¬ 
mittee, asked the mills and the strikers to try and maintain 
the status quo and to try and not do anything further until 
after your committee could get together and come to some 
decisions,” and he said, “Yes, that is right.” 

Well, I said, “Now, are the Governor’s order and edict 
here in regard to- Johnstown, the Governor’s edict violates 
this request which you have made.” And I said, “It is en¬ 
tirely contrary to that which is the published policy of your 
committee,” and I said, “the request which I am making of 
vou is, won't vou get in touch with Governor Earle and re- 
peat to him that which you have declared to be the policy 
which is going to govern your committee now for the next 
few days and the request which you have made in regard to 
keeping the status quo and impress upon him that he is 
doing something here which is contrary to the expressed 
wish which you have made and try and dissuade him from 
closing these mills.” 

Mr. Taft said that he felt that there was some merit in the 
plea which I hade made, and he said he didn’t know a lot 
about the Johnstown situation, he said that Mr. McGrady, 
I think, who was another member of the committee, 

7878 had been in Europe and had just that morning ar- 
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Ed- 


out 


rived in Cleveland and had just come to his office and they 
had not as yet had an opportunity to talk the matter over 
at all. 

He said that Mr. Sullivan was the third member of the 
committee, I think, well, it doesn’t matter, Mr. McGrady— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you happen to know fheir 
first names ? 

The Witness: Well, Charles P. Taft. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) He has identified them. A. And 
ward McGrady. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know those two, I was thinking 
of Mr. Sullivan. 

The Witness: Somebody ought to be able to help m^ 
on the third name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Can any one suggest the nanie of 
the third man? 

Mr. Moore: I know the name. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you be good enoug 
suggest it ? 

Mr. Moore: Lloyd Garrison. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not Sullivan? 

The Witness: Sometimes when I say Sullivdn I 
7879 mean Garrison, but he said “Mr. Garrison has peen 
here with me, but we have been waiting until 
McGrady arrived before we even start to talk about 
and so he said, “Now, we are here together and we will 


u to 


Mr. 

it,” 

ake 


your Johnstown situation under consideration and we will 
keep in mind this request which you have made, and I will 
call you back in perhaps a couple of hours and see whajt, if 
anything, we can do.” 

So w T e waited those two hours for Mr. Taft to call and 
he did not call and so after another half hour had elapsed I 
called Mr. Taft again and reached him in the same place 
there in a hotel in Cleveland and asked him what they jiad 
decided to do? 

He said that they had been talking about our Johnstown 
situation a lot and lie had said that he was very sympathetic 
with our local plight, personally, but he said the committee 
had come to the decision that they could not interfere in 
any way with any local situation until after they had ha^l a 
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chance to establish a policy which was going to govern all 
of the companies which were having steel strikes and he 
said, “More than that,” he said, “while I think that your 
story that you have told me is a correct interpretation of it, 
in the way in which you see it,” he said, “I have been in 
touch with certain others who indicate that there may have 
been another side to the story,” and, well, I said, I 

7880 said I didn’t see what other side of anv storv there 
can be, I said, “It is known probably almost all over 

the country that the Governor is closing our mills,” and I 
said, “The fact is that the mills are operating and the ma¬ 
jority of the men are at work,” and I said, “there can’t be 
two sides to that,” and I said, “there can’t be two sides to 
the fact that this act of the Governor is contrary to your 
own expressed wish.” 

Well, he said, “I can’t help it,” he said, “we are not dis¬ 
posed to interfere with your local situation at this stage in 
the game.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I interrupt just a moment? 
I don’t recall; do we have in evidence a proclamation, if the 
Governor issued a public proclamation? 

Mr. Moore: Not as yet. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T assume, Mr. Moore, that you 
will take care of putting that in? Do you intend to? 

Mr. Moore: I have that in mind, yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wish you would, I think it 
would fill out the picture here of this particular witness’ 
testimony. 

Mr. Moore: I plan to do that and also to show the 

7881 whole picture as I can get it, and if I fail I want you 
to be sure to remind me of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Moore: I was not sure that Mr. Stanton would recog¬ 
nize the proclamation and therefore did not plan to put it in 
through him, I don’t think I have it here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t think it is too ma¬ 
terial that it go in at this particular point, but it struck me 
as I was listening to this testimony— 

Mr. Moore: I think it is a very interesting part of the 
picture, and I certainly plan to put it in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 
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Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Suppose we take 
a brief recess for a couple of minutes? 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

7882 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Stanton, you have 
been telling us about your telephone conversation 

with Mr. Charles P. Taft. I don’t know whether you had 
finished your talk with him or not. If you had, will you go 
on from that point as to what you did further on that Sat¬ 
urday. A. I just can’t recall where I left off. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Reporter, do you have the 
last part or is that the— 

Mr. Moore: Will you read it, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(The reporter read the last part of the last answer as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Is that where 
you left off? 

The Witness: Yes. Well, that completed the conversa¬ 
tion I had with Mr. Taft. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, will you go on then and tell us 
what else happened in so far as you were concerned in con¬ 
nection with the strike? A. Well, then, it was probably 
three o’clock in the afternoon when I had finished talking 
to Mr. Taft and then we heard,—and I can’t recall just how 
we heard—that Colonel Janewav, August, I think his name 
is, August Janeway was being sent into the city by 

7883 Governor Earle as the officer who was to enforce 
the martial law edict which he had published. 

Q. That is the Governor? A. Yes. And, so then we won¬ 
dered, those of us who were meeting there in the Chamber 
of Commerce office, we wondered whether or not we coi^ld 
get in touch with Colonel Janeway and see if we could not 
persuade him to call the Governor and relay to the Gov¬ 
ernor the urgent request which we were making that he 
should not go through with his act of closing our mills here 
in Johnstown, and— 
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Mr. Rose: Excuse me, I take it that is the substance of 
the conversation that occurred? 

The Witness: No, we didn’t get in touch with Governor— 
with Colonel Janeway. 

Mr. Rose: No. You said you wondered, I take it— 

Mr. Moore: Well, I understand, if it is not correct, I 
would like to have Mr. Stanton correct it, that this is the 
substance of conversation that went on between the mem¬ 
bers, the men who were assembled— 

The Witness: Surely. 

Mr. Moore: —at—at the Chamber of Commere at that 
time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Moore, I mean, 

7884 Mr. Rose’s point, as I got, it was that the witness 
used the word “wondered”. Now, this witness has 

used that word just the way other witnesses use other 
words, which, while not entirely accurate, I think do ex¬ 
press in the witness’ mind, when this witness says, “We 
wondered,” I gather that means they were having a dis¬ 
cussion and that is what took place. 

Mr. Moore: That is it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Am I correct? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, you don’t pre¬ 
sume to know what some one else was thinking 

7885 about? 

A. No, and so we learned where Colonel Janeway 
was staying, which was the Fort Stanwix Hotel, and we 
also learned that Mr. Margiotti was there at the hotel. 

Q. Who is Mr. Margiotti? A. The Attorney General of 
the State, and so then Mr. Campbell arranged a meeting 
between Mr. Margiotti and Colonel Janeway and those of 
us who were to go down and see them and Senator Herman 
Baumer. It was agreed that Senator Baumer and Mr. 
Campbell and myself should go down and meet with Mr. 
Margiotti and Colonel Janeway, and so we went down to 
the Hotel at about four o’clock and found there Colonel 
Janeway and Mr. Margiotti and I think Mr. Prendergast, 
the Governor’s secretary, and we told these men whom we 
represented and we told them the origin of the Citizens’ 
Committee, about the origin of the Citizens’ Committee, 
and we told them— 
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Mr. Rose: Can we have what was said, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, tell us, please, what was ac¬ 
tually said and not your conclusions. 

The Witness: Yes, well, I think that Senator Baumeif was 
the one who spoke first. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, will you tell us, when you say 
Senator Baumer, what does that title “Senator’* mean? 
A. Well, I thought later, I think he is an ex-Senator, I know 
he is an ex-Senator, but we still call him Senator. 

7886 Trial Examiner Bloom: The Senator lingers on? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Senator of what? A. He was a Sen¬ 
ator representing this district in the Legislature at Harris¬ 
burg. 

Q. He is an ex-Senator? A. Ex-Senator, that’s right. So 
I think that Senator Baumer was the one who spoke first 
and addressing—Mr. Margiotti and Colonel Janewavy—he 
said to them, 46 We represent the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee and this committee was brought together last Mon¬ 
day evening,” and he said, “We have just one purpose and 
that is to try and preserve law and order here in the city 
and the right of the men to work who want to work, because 
we feel that they are being denied that right,” and he ^aid, 
“Our sympathies are not with the strikers, they are not 
with the Company.” 

He said, “We want to make that perfectly clear to you 
men that our sympathy is not with one side or the other, our 
sympathy is with these thousands of men who are now being 
denied their right to work because of this—” the word that 
he used was “autocratic act” of Governor Earle. 

He said, “We are here to protest this thing that 

7887 the Governor is doing,” and he said, “We think it is 
wrong and we would request, if you will do itJ we 

would request you to get in touch with the Governor and 
relay to him this urgent request which we are laying before 
you and see if he cannot be dissuaded from closing these 
mills in Johnstown in the face of the thousands of men who 
have demonstrated that they want to continue with their 
work. ’ ’ 

Then Mr. Campbell spoke and the substance of the re¬ 
marks was that we simply confirm the thing that Senator 


i 
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Baumer had said and Colonel Janewav and Mr. Margiotti 
said, that they would get in touch with the Governor imme¬ 
diately and relay to the Governor this request which we had 
made and that they would call us at the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce as soon as they had heard from the Governor and let 
us know what his reply was, and I think that Colonel Jane¬ 
way called at about five o’clock or within an hour or so, 
maybe it was 5:30. 

Q. That is, called the Chamber of Commerce? A. He 
called the Chamber of Commerce back and if it was not 
Colonel Janeway it was Mr. Prendergast, but at least we 
heard from this group of three men who were there and 
they said that they had been in touch with the Governor and 
that the Governor had not changed his mind, that he was 
determined to close the mills and that the edict as it 

7888 was published in the paper and came in over the 
radio was going to stand. 

Q. Now that you have hesitated for a moment, are you 
sure that it was Mr. Prendergast; first you indicated to me 
a doubt in your mind; the second time you have indicated 
that it was he; I want to have the record clear whether you 
are certain or not that it was Prendergast. A. No, 

7889 I would not be absolutely certain whether it was Mr. 
Prendergast or Mr. Sullivan. There were those two 

secretaries, who were the Governor’s secretaries and I may 
have them confused. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you reasonably sure how¬ 
ever, that it was one of the two? 

The "Witness: Yes, I am. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) All right. Well, now, is there any¬ 
thing else that you did that day, anything else that occurred 
as you now remember it, that you deem it important for us 
to know? A. No, I can’t recall that there was anything else 
that happened that day after this conference which vre had 
had with those gentlemen. 

Q. What did you do after that, if anything? A. I think I 
went to my home. 

Q. Do you remember about what time that was? A. It 
was probably before dinner. 

Q. And your dinner hour, as a rule, is about what? A. 
Six-thirty. 
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Q. Now, then, will you go ahead and take up Sunday and 
tell us whether anything happened on that day in connec¬ 
tion with the strike? A. Yes, on Sunday after I hgd re¬ 
turned home from church, which would have been 
7S90 soon after twelve o’clock, Mr. Martin, Mr. Francis 
Martin called me and asked if I could meet a group 
who were going to be at the country club at two-thirty that 
afternoon, and I told him that I would be there. 

And, so, I went out the Sunnehanna Country Club. 

Mr. Moore: Sunnehanna is spelled S-u-n-n-e-h-a-n-n-a? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Mr. Rose: May we know where that is, please? 

The Witness: It is in Westmont, in the Westmont Boro. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) By automobile, how many minutes 
away from your home? A. Oh, just a five-minute drive 
from home. 

Q. Well, now, did you say anything to Mr. Martin When 
he asked you, called you and asked you if you would attend 
that meeting? A. And, well, yes. I said, “What is the pur¬ 
pose of the meeting?” 

And he said, “The purpose of the meeting is now to bring 
a group of citizens together there, members of the Citi zens 
Committee, and any others that I can get over the telephone 
here in a hurry, and see if there is anything that we can do, 
now that the mills there are closed, to try and get the 
7891 Governor to open the mills.” 

I said, “I will certainly be glad to be there.” And 
I went out to the club at two-thirty that afternoon and 
found a group of, maybe fifty men there, possibly more than 
that, and I recognized in the group certain ministers in the 
city—Dr. Allen was there, Dr. Nicelv was there. 

Q. Will you tell us who Dr. Allen is? A. Dr. Allen, who 
is the Pastor of the First Presbyterian Church and Dr. 
Nicely was there, whom I have already mentioned, the [Pas¬ 
tor of the First Lutheran Church. And I—Mr. Albert Wal¬ 
ters was there, Phil Walters,—do you want the names of 
the men ? 

Q. I would like any that you can remember. A. Mr. Al¬ 
bert Walters and J. Philip Walters and Benjamin F. 
Faunce. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that? 
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The Witness: F-a-u-n-c-e. And, Robert McEldowney, and 
Robert Waters and, let’s see—well, I don’t know that I can 
recall others who were there at the moment. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is all right. A. There were quite 
a group of men, and— 

Q. Do you remember whether there were any other 

7892 members of the executive committee? A. Yes, Mr. 
Fiig was there, and Mr., of course, Mr. Martin was 

there, Mr. Heckman was there, Mr. Geis was there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are there two Geises? 

The Witness: Yes, Mr. Frank Geis and Mr. Carl Geis 
were both there, and, let’s see— 

Q. (By Mr. More) Well, that is all right, you may think 
of others as you go along. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you happen to think of others, 
why, you can tell us, please. 

The Witness: Yes. And, so, Mr. Martin opened the meet¬ 
ing and he said that it was perfectly obvious why we had 
come together, that the Governor had closed the mills here 
in Johnstown and that he felt there was no doubt, he said, 
“There is no doubt whatever in the minds of you men 
who are present here this afternoon, and the majority of 
the citizens of Johnstown, that he has closed these mills 
against the wishes of the men themselves who want to 
work,” and, he said, “We are met here this afternoon to 
see if there is anything that we can do in behalf of our fel¬ 
low citizens here, the steel workers, who are, through the 
Governor’s act, being denied their right to work.” 

7893 And he said, “I have no particular plans but,” he 
said, “possibly something will develop from this 

meeting this afternoon and perhaps we can decide upon 
something that we can do to get these mills opened again 
and to permit this mass of our fellow citizens to exercise the 
privilege of working, if they want to work, and as they have 
demonstrated that they do want to work.” 

And so, then Mr. Martin called on me to speak, and— 

Q. Tell us what you said. A. And I told the group about 
my conversations with Mr. Taft, Mr. Charles Taft on the 
previous afternoon, and I told them how we had urged Mr. 
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Taft to get in touch with the Governor and to try and dis¬ 
suade him from doing this thing which he was going 

7894 to do. 

Q. Will you try to tell us as nearly as you can what 
you said, rather than giving us a paraphrase of it. A. Yes. 
I told them, or I said, “I called Mr. Taft yesterday and 
asked him if he knew what action the Governor was taking 
here in closing our mills,’’ and I said, I told Mr. Taftl that 
this thing which the Governor was doing was contrary to 
the expressed wish which he had made as the chairman of 
the Committee, and I told them that I said to Mr. Taft, 
“Will you not get in touch with the Governor and express 
to him that he is doing something here which violates the 
thing which you, as the chairman of the Committee, have 
asked for, and see if you cannot persuade him to permit 
these mills to open until after your committee can get into 
action and come to some decision, as a Mediation Board. 

And I told the group about the second conversation which 
I had w T ith Mr. Taft. Shall I tell that again? 

Q. I w T ould like to have it rather than your conclusions, 
if you can remember. A. I told them that when I spoke to 
Mr. Taft the second time, that Mr. Taft told me that \^hile 
he was deeply sympathetic with our Johnstown situation, 
that they had come to the conclusion that they could not in¬ 
terfere v’ith anv local situation as vet until they had foitmu- 
lated a policy which was going to govern all of the 

7895 steel mills in which they w’ere having strikes, and 
more than that, that Mr. Taft had said to me that 

w'hile he had no doubt that the thing which I had said to 'him 
according to my own interpretation, was correct and accur¬ 
ate, that yet at the same time he had received information 
which seemed to throw a different light on our local situa¬ 
tion and that he was not disposed, they were not disposed to 
take any action at all to give us relief in this request wqich 
we had made. 

And so then I told the group about the meeting which 
we had with Mr. Margiotti and Colonel Janeway. I said to 
them, as another effort to try to get the ear of the Governor 
and dissuade him from his act, that we had got in touch 
with Mr. Margiotti and Colonel Janeway and asked them 
if they would not relay to the Governor this request which 
w r e, as representative citizens, W'ere making and asking 
him not to go ahead and close these mills. 
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I told the group that Mr. Margiotti and Colonel Janeway 
had acceded to our request and told them that they would 
certainly get in touch with the Governor and tell him what 
we had told them and later on they called back and said 
that they had been in touch with the Governor, but that he 
had not changed his mind and that he was determined 

7896 that the mills were going to be closed. 

Then after I had finished speaking they called 
on any one in the audience who wanted to say anything, 
and I recall that Mr. Faunce, Mr. Ben Faunce, said that 
this thing which the Governor was doing and had done was 
so tyrannical and so autocratic in the extreme, so entirely 
unwarranted, that he felt that almost that we ought to 
secede from the State of Pennsylvania, which we did not 
vote to do. 

Then Mr. Martin called on Mr. Waters, Mr. Robert 
Waters, and Mr. Waters said that he felt that something 
had happened in Johnstown which was quite different and 
unprecedented in the handling of a strike and that he felt 
that we ought to tell the story of the things the Governor 
had done here in Johnstown in closing these mills in the 
face of our fellow citizens, the workmen, we ought to tell 
it to the country at large that he felt that possibly we could 
do that if we dared to take that step and try to do it. 

Q. Did he state any reason for recommending that 
course? A. I think that Mr. Waters stated that he had been 
in touch with a certain party whose name he did not men¬ 
tion but who was connected with publicity and advertising 
and public relations, and that he had been advised 

7897 that we had something here that the country at large 
ought to know about and that if we could not get 

relief from any other source, that it was possible, if we 
carried our story out to the country at large, that the 
American public would give us the relief by the force of 
their public sentiment that the Governor himself was not 
willing to give, and so after that there may have been two 
or three others who spoke briefly, but I have never at¬ 
tended a meeting where men seemed to be so hopelessly 
in despair and discouragement as that group of men were 
that afternoon, felt as though they had been completely 
frustrated and blocked in the ends of justice and— 
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Mr. Rose: Now, I move to strike out all that characteri¬ 
zation, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Why, I think that is, while it is in a sense a 
conclusion, it nevertheless is a part of the real story which 
we are trying to get before the Board here. 

Mr. Rose: Well— 

Mr. Moore: These men, what they were doing, what they 
were saying— 

Mr. Rose: Well, it is so— 

Mr. Moore: It certainly bears upon the state of mind 
here of the committee, the background and, further, 

7898 what they were to do or try to do. 

Mr. Rose: Well, it is certainly the witness’ con¬ 
clusions as to the state of minds of what he said some group 
of about fifty people, I believe— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Reporter, read that last 
statement, please. 

(The reporter read the last statement of the witness as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I think it shows clearly a state of mind on 
the information of this witness, at least, and furnishes an 
explanation of what, if anything, he further did, as we 
shall try to show— 

Mr. Rose: Well, we are listening to what was said and 
done for that very purpose, and I submit that the conclu¬ 
sions arc to be drawn from what was said and done. 

Mr. Moore: No, but the conclusions are not for the Board, 
because the Board was not acting at that time, the con¬ 
clusions arc to be drawn by this witness and others jwho 
did act. 

Mr. Rose: I submit that is not evidence, this man’s 
characterization. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That part of the answer be¬ 
ginning, “I have never attended a meeting” may go out. 
Please proceed. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, will you go ahead and tell 

7899 us what if anything, further was said or don* at 
that meeting? A. I can’t recall that anything further 

than that was said or done. 

Q. Well, what did you do after that? A. After ^hat 
meeting I went to my home and did nothing more that day 
in connection with the strike that I recall. 
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Q. Did you have any telephone communications or any 
other kinds of communications? A. Yes, I beg your pardon 
—-yes, this meeting of that group that afternoon voted to 
send a wire to the Governor of the State protesting that 
which he had done in closing the mills and I was authorized 
to draw up that telegram and send it off to the Governor, 
which I did. 

I went directly to my home and called the telegraph 
office by phone and gave them the telegram over the phone. 

Q. Was anything said or done at that meeting with re¬ 
ference to the march of the miners about which you have 
spoken ? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Moore, do you 
intend to put that telegram into evidence? 

Mr. Moore: I wanted to come to that, I will do 

7900 it now. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Have you a copy of the tele¬ 
gram, Mr. Stanton, that you sent to the Governor? A. 
No, I have not, anticipating that I might need it 1 tried to 
get it and that telegram has been subpoenaed by the La- 
Follette Committee and they haven’t even a copy of it in 
the office, but they wired the Commitee and asked them if 
they would send a copy of it back to Johnstown and it 
should be here on Monday, but I don’t have it today be¬ 
cause I couldn’t get it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if it is not here by Monday 
we can leave the record open, Mr. Moore, for the purpose 
of receiving it later. 

Mr. Moore: Well, perhaps counsel for the Board could 
help us get it, it may also be that they have it at the pre¬ 
sent time, I don’t know. 

Mr. Rose: I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Moore: I say, you may have it at the present time, I 
don’t know. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t recall that we have any such telegram 
or a copy of it. Mr. Stanton has told us what ho found 
out, where the telegram is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as I understand it, as you 
understand it, the telegram will be here Mondav, or a copv 
of it? 

7901 The Witness: Y r es, they have wired to Washington 
to get it back. 



I 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR EEL. BOARD. 4085 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s see what develops by ^Ion- 
day. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t recall if we have any copies of it, I 
don’t recall ever seeing it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I said what I did only because if coun¬ 
sel have it, or take the trouble to look, maybe that is| the 
simplest way to get it. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

The Witness: Yes, there was one other thing that hap¬ 
pened at that meeting that escaped my memory. It toras 
that Mr. Campbell spoke and lie said that certain ones had 
been in touch with certain of the mine unions surrounding 
Johnstown and that they had discovered that these mine 
union leaders in these local unions surrounding Johnstown 
had known nothing whatever about this threatening inva¬ 
sion of the miers, and that therefore he suspected that there 
was not anv truth in the fact that these miners w T ere coming 
in and that they had not been notified and had not been re¬ 
cruited for the purpose of coming into Johnstown. 
7902 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, then, you stated that 
you went home and sent the telegram; will you tell 
us whether on Monday anything happened in so far as jcou 
were concerned with reference to the strike, if so, tell! us 
what it was. A. Yes, on Monday I was called in by Mr. 
Martin and he asked me if I would attend a meeting at ithe 
Sunnehanna Country Club that evening at, I think, eight 
o’clock. So 1 consented to go out there and after I had 
parked my car and started up in the direction of the [en¬ 
trance to the club I met Mr. Waters. 

Q. Mr. Robert Waters? A. Mr. Robert Waters, and Mr. 
George Fiig and a third man whom I was introduced to as 
Mr. John Price Jones of New York and we stood there 2 nd 
visited for some little time and Mr. Waters explained|to 
me that Mr. Jones was a former resident of Johnstown, 
that he had been born here and that he had spent his boy¬ 
hood here up until the time that he went aw T ay to Exeter 
Academy and that he was engaged in publicity and adver¬ 
tising in New York City and that being a friend of Mr. 
Waters, and I think a relative of Mr. Waters, that he had 
invited him to come up to counsel with us in case we de¬ 
cided we wanted to proceed in trying to carry this story |of 
Johnstown out to the country at large. 
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7903 So, after telling Mr. Fiig and myself about Mr. 

Jones and what his business was and why he was 

here, we went into the club and found a group of, I think, 
about twenty men there that night, or possibly more. 

Q. Was there any one else in this smaller group outside 
besides yourself, Fiig and Jones, do you remember? A. 
Mr. Heckman may have been there but I am not quite cer¬ 
tain who was there. 

Q. All right, now tell us what happened in the larger 
group, do you remember, can you tell us any one other than 
those who had gone in with you who were present in the 
larger group, members of your executive committee, any 
of them there? A. Yes, they were there, I am sure that 
Mr. Heckman was there, Mr. Martin and Mr. Fiig and Mr. 
Geis, again those men were there. 

Q. That is Mr. Carl Geis? A. Mr. Carl Geis, yes. 

Q. Mr. Campbell there? A. Mr. Campbell was there and 
Mr. Custer, Mr. A. M. Custer and I think Mr. Frank Foster, 
or James Foster, and, well, I can’t recall who else was in 
attendance at that meeting. 

Q. Now, you go ahead and tell us what happened, 

7904 what was said and what was done. A. Well, Mr. 

Martin presided again and introduced Mr. Waters 

and Mr. Waters said that he, following up the suggestion 
which had been made at the meeting of the previous Sun¬ 
day afternoon, had been in touch with Mr. John Price 
Jones and then Mr. Jones had come to the city and that he 
wanted to introduce him and that he had some ideas that 
he wanted to introduce him to the group and let him tell 
himself what he had in mind. 

So, Mr. Jones told us that he had come down here in 
spite of the fact, from New York, in spite of the fact that 
he was due to go to his Harvard Reunion that night and 
that he was making, that lie wanted us to know that he was 
making, a great sacrifice in being in Johnstown that night 
and he said the reason he was here was that “as most of 
you men know, Johnstown was my former home, and” he 
said, “Mr. Waters here has told me by ‘phone the thing 
that has been happening in Johnstown over the past week 
or so and now about what the Governor has done in closing 
your mills,” and he said, “I was willing to come here be¬ 
cause I am sympathetic with your plight and crisis and” 
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he said, “I have been given, or I have given this matter a 
good deal of thought since Mr. Waters first got in tcjuch 
with me,” and he said, “I believe that if you ]had 
7905 courage to undertake, to advertise the story of What 
the Governor has done here in his act of closing these 
mills, why,” lie said, “I believe that you would arousje a 
great deal of sympathy and sentiment among the Ameri¬ 
can people at large.” 

And he said, “I believe that they would come to your 
assistance with such public sentiment against this act of 
the Governor that it might result in causing the Govertnor 
to open the mills again.” 

He said, “I know of no other course that you can tak^ in 
trying to get your mills opened other than that.” 

lie said, “I suppose you are wondering how in the world 
you would ever do it and how you would ever finance it?” 

And then lie said, “If you are going to do it successfully 
at all, why you would have to put this story in a good many 
papers throughout the country that have a very large cir¬ 
culation.” 

And he said, “You might have to use the radio,” and he 
said, “You might have to use pamphlets of some kind, but,” 
he said, “the thing that you would want to do would be to 
get as large a coverage as possible with your story among 
the people at large and,” he said, “I have all c<in- 
790G fidence that the result would be that there would be 
such indignation focused against the Governor of 
your State that he might reverse himself and permit the 
mills to open.” 

And so, after Mr. Jones had finished speaking, Mr. Mar¬ 
tin asked the group there what if anything they wanted to 
do, and I cannot tell you who it was that spoke next, but at 
any rate, some one spoke and moved that we give the ex¬ 
ecutive committee of the Citizens’ Committee the consejnt 
to proceed along those lines, if they deemed it wise, and 
expedient, and that they counsel with Mr. Jones and Mr. 
Waters further, and see whether or not we wanted to pro¬ 
ceed and that, if it were the opinion that they ought to ^o 
on, that they be given a free hand to do whatever was 
necessary. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was any action taken with reference 
to the financing of such a campaign? A. I, I think that Mr. 
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Martin tentatively appointed Mr. McEldowney as the chair¬ 
man of the finance committee for this advertising cam¬ 
paign. 

Q. That is the Mr. McEldowney— A. Yes. 

Q.—of whom you have previously spoken? A. Yes. 

7907 Q. llis first name is—A. Robert. And, that he 
agreed to try and raise as much money as he could 

here among the local citizens of Johnstown to finance the 
campaign. 

And, then, after the meeting broke up, the executive com¬ 
mittee got together for a few moments and presently they 
broke up and started off, and Mr. Waters, as I was leaving 
the Club, Mr. Waters called me back and he said to me, 
“If we are going to do this thing, we have got to do it now, 
because/’ he said, “time is the essence now in the thing 
which we are going to do.” 

And, he said, “The executive committee has given us the 
approval to go ahead,” and he said, “Mr. Jones is here 
and willing to proceed.” 

He said, “We have got to use newspapers and we have 
got to use radio, we have got to use, possibly we have got 
to use pamphlets or some other type of publications.” 

And, he said, “Would you be willing to go to Pittsburgh 
with Mr. Jones and I tomorrow?” And I said, “What 
for?” 

And he said, “We will get in touch with some advertis¬ 
ing people in Pittsburgh who are located here in this steel 
area and who have the feel and the color of the thing, 

7908 and get their counsel and possibly their asistance in 
doing this thing in the right way and doing it in a 

hurry. 

And, I said, “Yes, I would be willing to go to Pitts¬ 
burgh with you.” 

And, so, the following day, the following morning, Mr. 
Waters and Mr. Jones and I drove down to Pittsburgh 
and we— 

Q. Before you go ahead and tell us about your going to 
Pittsburgh, you spoke about Mr. Jones or Mr. Waters, I 
have forgotten which, stating, I think, it was Mr. Waters 
stating that he had been in touch with Mr. Jones on the 
telephone. 
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Do you know when Mr. Jones came to town, that ib on 
that Monday you— A. Yes, I think, I think that Mr. Jpnes 
caught the evening train and was in Johnstown the hext 
morning. 

Q. Do you know whether or not he had any conference 
here with anybody before the meeting? A. Yes, I, I was 
not in attendance at those conferences, but I was told that 
Mr. Martin and I think Mr. Campbell and possibly all of 
the members of the executive committee of the Citizens’ 
Committee had met with Mr. Jones, I think at Mr. Waters’ 
home on that Monday preceding the meeting, which I we 
had at the Club. 

7909 Q. Y’ou were not there? A. I was not there. ] 

Q. Now, you spoke as if you were not a member of 
the Executive Committee? A. I was not at that time a 
member of the Citizens’ Committee. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Ellicott, Mr. C. R. Ellicott, or Mr. 
Sidney D. Evans, or Mr. Ralph Hough, or any other person 
whom you thought to be a representative or purported 
representative of the Bethlehem Steel Company or the 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation at either of those meetings 
at the Country Club? A. No, I did not see any of them 
there. 

Q. Will you go ahead with your Pittsburgh visit, 'tell 
us about that? A. Well, we went to— 

Q. That is on Tuesday? A. This is on Tuesday. 4»nd 
Mr. Waters and Mr. Jones and I went down to Pittsbuj-gh 
and we arrived there before lunch, as I recall, and we pad 
lunch, I think, at the Duquesne Club and then we went| to 
the office of Mr. George Ketchum, who I was told wa|s a 
prominent advertising and publicity man in Pittsburgh. 

Q. Do you know what the name of his concern is or 
was? A. Yes, I have since learned that the name of 

7910 that concern is Ketchum, McLeod & Grove, of which 
Mr. Ketchum is the president, and so we had a con¬ 
ference there with Mr. Ketchum and we asked him if he 
knew’ about the Johnstown situation. 

He said all that he new was what he had read in the 
papers, but he had been reading a good deal about it in the 
Pittsburgh papers during the last day or two and we asked 
him what he would think about trying to carry this story 
of Johnstown out to the public at large, and he said that 
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it hadn’t occurred to him at all, and therefore he couldn’t 
say that he had thought anything about it. 

Well, we asked him if he were equipped there in his firm 
to help out with such a venture, and he said “Yes.” “Of 
course,” he said, “that is exactly the type of thing that 
we are set up to do.” 

And then, previously, we had asked him if he knew Mr. 
Jones, whom we had taken with us, and he knew Mr. Jones 
very weil and recognized him as an outstanding advertis¬ 
ing man, and then we asked him if he would be willing to 
work with the John Price Jones Corporation in doing this 
advertising job that we wanted done in Johnstown, and, 
“Well,” he said, “that all depends upon whether or not 
we could work it out mutually between the two 

7911 firms, as to the allocation of work, and as to who 
was to do what.” 

And we told him that the thing that we had in mind was 
that his firm should handle the advertising part of this,— 
I mean the radio part of this advertising venture, because 
of the fact that they were here in this area and they were 
in touch with it, with the KDKA Station there in Pitts¬ 
burgh, in case we had to use that one, or other Pittsburgh 
stations for this purpose. 

And he said, “Yes,” he said, “I have men who are ex¬ 
pert in radio advertising and publicity that I could throw 
into this job in case we decide that we are going to do it.” 

And then we broke up, Mr. Ketchum I think said that 
he wanted to get in touch with one or two of the other 
members of his firm, or this radio man, and see what he 
would think about it, and it was agreed that we were to 
meet that evening and discuss the thing further in order 
to work out the arrangement between the two firms, the 
John Price Jones firm and the Ketchum, McLeod & Grove 
firm, as to the division of work between them. 

And so that evening we met, first I think we ate, Mr. 
Jones and Mr. Waters and myself at their, I think at the 
William Penn Hotel, and following our dinner hour, we 
met again with Mr. Ketchum and Mr. Waters and 

7912 I went out to another part of the hotel lobby in 
order to permit Mr. Jones and Mr. Ketchum to talk 

privately about this matter, because that obviously in the 
division of the work, was something that Mr. Waters and 
I were not very well acquainted with. 
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And so they visited there together, perhaps an hour, and 

tinallv motioned to Mr. Waters and nivself and we chine 
» •> 

over and they said that they had come to an agreement as 
to how they were to do the job, and that it was agreed that 
the Kotchum firm was to take care of the radio part of the 
work and that the Jones firm was to take care of the news¬ 
paper end of it, and the publication of any pamphlets that 
the committee decided to issue. 


Then Mr. Jones, before our dinner hour—I have gotten 
ahead of my story a little there. 

Mr. Jones had been in touch with a member of his firm 
in New York, as Mr. Kotchum had been in touch with Mr. 
Shinnig or, I think his name is Mr. Harry Shilling, ^vlio 
is the man in the Ketchum firm who takes care of the ad¬ 
vertising. 

Q. Do you know how that name is spelled? A. S-h-i-n- 
n-i-c-k, I think,—no, S-h-i-n-n-i-g. And so— 

Q. Just a moment. You said that Mr. Shinnig did 


7913 what, what was his job ? A. His job in the Ketchum 
firm, the Ketchum, McLeod & Grove firm, is to 

handle radio publicity. And so Mr. Jones, before the din¬ 
ner hour, had been in touch with Mr. George Thornlcy, 
who is associated with Mr. Jones in New York, in advertis¬ 
ing. Mr. Thornlcy is not a member of the John Price Joi|ies 
Corporation, but he is a partner in the firm of Thornley & 
Jones. They are two firms with which Mr. Jones is con¬ 
nected, as I understand it, and Mr. Thornley is the partner 
in the firm of Thornley & Jones, who take care of news¬ 
paper advertising. 

Q. Well, now, you spoke of that as a partner. We gen¬ 
erally understand a partner to be a member of a partner¬ 
ship made up of men, not incorporated. Are you sure 
that he is a partner? A. No, I wouldn’t be sure of that 
at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Might it be a stock corporation, 
and might he be one of the largest stockholders? 

The Witness: Well, they are associated in this parjti- 
cular type of advertising work, that is all that I know. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Whether directly or through cor¬ 
porate entities, you don’t know? A. That is right, 

7914 yes. And so Mr. Jones then told us for the first 
time, after talking with Mr. Ketchum, that he lnid 


4092 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


been in touch with George Thornley and he said, “Thorn- 
ley is coming in here in the morning to Pittsburgh and 
wants us to meet him here,” and he said, “that will give 
us an opportunity to draw together a little larger group, 
possibly Mr. Shinnig, whom Mr. Ketchum had mentioned 
to us, and Thornley and Jones and Waters, and possibly 
somebody else from the Ketchum firm.” 

And so Mr. Waters and Mr. Jones agreed that they would 
go back to Johnstown and, because Mr. Waters had an 
engagement there that evening, and come down in the 
morning, and I had contracted a very heavy cold that 
afternoon and told them that I would like to stay in Pitts¬ 
burgh that night and would meet them there in the morn¬ 
ing at the Duquesne Club, and so I stayed in Pittsburgh 
that night. 

I went out to Mt. Lebanon and stayed at the home of a 
relative, and came back in the morning and met these men 
there at the Duquesne Club. 

Q. That was Wednesday morning, June 23rd ? A. That 
was Wednesday morning, June 23rd. And, we had lunch 
together there and— 

Q. Where did you lunch? A. At the Duquesne 
7915 Club. And there were present at the lunch Mr. 

Thornley and Mr. Jones and Mr. Waters, and Mr. 
Ketchum, and Mr. Shinnig, and Mr. Ray Sprigel was there. 

Q. How do you spell his name? A. S-p-r-i-g-c-1, who is 
an advertising man, or a reporter down there, that they 
had met and invited to come in. I think that Mr. Ketchum 
knows him very well. I don’t know but that he is a mem¬ 
ber of the firm of Ketchum. I recall that there was such a 
man present at the luncheon, and so far as I recall, that is 
all that were there. 

And at this luncheon we discussed the things that we 
were going to do and informed the whole group that Mr. 
Jones and Mr. Ketchum had come to some decision as to 
how they thought the job ought to be done, and we broke up 
at maybe one-thirtv that afternoon and got in our cars and 
drove to Johnstown. 

And Mr. Ketchum came right up that afternoon and 
he arrived here later on in the afternoon and we went di¬ 
rectly to the Chamber of Commerce office and Mr. Thorn¬ 
ley pulled out of his pocket the draft of an advertisement 
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that he had had prepared in New York and brought along 
with him, and he showed it to the whole group there at that 
meeting. 

7916 They were the members of the Executive Commit¬ 
tee of the Citizens ’ Committee, and then these adver¬ 
tising men and Mr. Jones had had certain other men from 
his firm in New York come on to Johnstown t<j) be 
ready and prepared to do the job and do it in a hurr^. 

Q. You also were present ! A. And I was present. And, 
as I recall, Mr. Thornley produced this draft of ail ad¬ 
vertisement and submitted it to us and we thought it was 
good, it was entitled, “We Protest,” and we said, “That 
ad. states the thing almost exactly as we here in Johns¬ 
town want it stated to the public at large.” 

And then Mr. Heckman, however, took exception to one 
or two things that were in the ad., and he said, he said, “I 
feel that the ad. is appealing to the sympathy of the Ameri¬ 
can public.” 

And he said, “It tells about our having had a flood here 
and how our business is being paralyzed by this strikj*, as 
it was paralyzed by the flood.” 

“Now,” he said, “that is not the thing that is disturbing 
us here in Johnstown, it isn’t that our business is falling 
off, while it is true that it is falling off because of the en¬ 
forced closing of these mills, but,” he said, “I certainly 
do not want to have any ad. go out appealing to the sym¬ 
pathy, or the help of the American public in our 

7917 present predicament.” 

He said, “We did appeal to them at the time of 
our flood and,” we said, “they came to our rescue, but now 
we are not appealing to their sympathy, we are appealing 
to their justice, their sense of justice.” 

And so he said, “If I may make a suggestion, I w|ould 
say that that part of this ad., which appears to appeal to 
the sympathy of the people at large, ought to be stricken 
out.” 

And— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you mean to appeal to the sym¬ 
pathy with reference to— A. To our business being par¬ 
alyzed here, you see. 

Q. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, as you have just 
stated? 
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The Witness: Yes. And so we all agreed that that was 
a very good suggestion, and then they were authorized, I 
think, almost, or that was the only exception, practically 
the only exception that was taken to the ad. as it was first 
submitted to us, maybe the changing of a word here and 
there, but substantially with the exception of deleting the 
thing that Mr. Heckman had suggested that we ought to 
take out, we authorized Mr. Jones and Mr. Thornlev 

7 v 

7918 to proceed at once to get that ad. out before the 
American public, which they did, and we asked 

them how many papers they proposed to put the ad. in, 
and they said that probably it would require thirty or forty 
of the outstanding newspapers of the country in order to 
reach the public that we wanted to reach with this story. 
And we told them to go ahead and do it. 

7919 Q. And do you remember anything else that was 
said or done at that conference with reference to 

the ad or any other matter? A. Well, we talked about fi¬ 
nancing it and we said, “How much is this thing going to 
cost?” And I think that it was Mr. Thornlev who said that 
of course he could not tell off hand exactly how much it was 
going to cost but it might cost in the neighborhood of twenty 
or thirty thousand dollars and after we recovered our 
breath we said, “Well, where is the money coming from?” 
And well, he said, “The risk here is being assumed by our 
firm but we have faith that if you ever carry a story like 
this out to the public at large and appeal for funds that you 
will get in sufficient money to cover any expense that has 
been involved.” 

So, we authorized them to go ahead and do it. We did 
not negotiate any contract, we were doing the thing purely 
upon faith and upon our conviction and belief that the 
American public would respond to our appeal and so they 
went ahead and they left the meeting at that time and went 
over to the telegraph office and got in touch with the New 
York firm. 

Well, I don’t know what they did, they went somewhere, 
I understood later on where they had gone and what they 
did. 

7920 Q. Well, now, then, will you tell us whether there 
was anything on Thursday which happened to you 

with reference to the strike in so far as you were con¬ 
cerned, what you did that is on the following day? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, will you give 
date by wav of the calendar here? 

Mr. Moore: That is June 24. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: June 24? 



Mr. Moore: He had said a moment ago that it was y 7 ed- 
ncsday, June 23. 

The Witness: This is Thursday, June 24. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) 24th, the day following your meet¬ 
ing when it was decided as you told us that the advertis¬ 
ing program would be carried forward, was anything fur¬ 
ther done with the Governor, did the Governor say or do 
anything so far as vou know? A. Let’s see. I do recall 
that we sent the Governor a telegram from one of these 
meetings, I don’t think it was on Thursday. The Execu¬ 
tive Committee of the Citizens’ Committee did wire the 


Governor issuing their protest against the closing of j the 
mills but I couldn’t say that that was Thursday or Wed^ies- 
dav or when it was. 

Q.Well, did anything happen— A. I do recall that that 
morning, I think it was on that Thursday morning, I jvvas 
astonished when I read in the paper that the Grov- 
7921 ernor had issued a publicity release from Harris¬ 
burg saying that as far as he is concerned the steel 
mills in Johnstown were going to be closed down iiide- 


finitely. 

Mr. Rose: Oh, I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: It seems to me that it is— 

Mr. Rose: He said he read in the newspaper and then 
he was astonished, I don’t see that it has any probative 
value. 

Mr. Moore: It all has a bearing on the question whether 
the Committee should go forward with the program which 
they had. 

Mr. Rose: This man said he read it, we don’t know 
whether the other men read it. 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps we can find out about that when 
we get the other men on the witness stand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. I will stiike 
out the “astonishment” and leave in the rest. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 
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The Witness: And that is about all that I recall on Thurs¬ 
day. I remember reading that. Well, that is all. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember when this 

7922 “We Protest” advertisement appeared in the news¬ 
papers? A. Oh, yes, it appeared Thursday morn¬ 
ing. 

Q. That is the 24th? A. They got it out over the wires 
Wednesday night and it appeared in the morning papers. 
Well, I know some of those cities, I don’t know all of them, 
but in the morning papers of certain cities throughout the 
country, and in the afternoon papers of those same cities 
and of other cities. 

Q. Did the advertisement appear in the Democrat, the 
Johnstown Democrat, that morning? A. That morning, 
I think it did. 

Q. And you read it in the paper as you read the other 
statements you have told us about? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, now, do you remember anything that happened 
on Friday, June 25th, the day following the day on which 
the advertisement appeared? A. Why, the only thing that 
I remember that day is that again I read in the papers 
that the Governor had said that the mills, the steel mills, 
in Johnstown, were going to be permitted to reopen. 

Q. Any date given when? A. Immediately, and then I 
called certain men of the city, I called Mr. Campbell, I 
called Mr. Martin and others on the telephone and 

7923 expressed to them my delight that the Governor had 
reversed himself so quickly and that although he had 

said on one morning that they were going to be closed 
down indefinitely apparently our ad had struck home and 
that here the next morning he reversed himself and said 
they can open them up any time they want to. 

Q. Well, now, on Saturday- 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, is that what you 
said to these other people? 

The Witness: Y"es, that is what I said to the men over 
the ‘phone. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, then, that was Friday, June 
25th? A. Y'es. 

Q. Will you tell us about Saturday, June 26th? A. Yes. 

Q. Whether anything happened that day with reference 
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to the strike so far as you were concerned, perhaps the 
Examiner will permit I may help you by asking whether 
any pamphlets were discussed at any of your meetings, 
publication or printing of any pamphlets. A. Yes, I think 
it was on Saturday that 1 was called this time to a meet¬ 
ing vrtiieh they were having at the United, I think 

7924 at the United States Bank which Mr. Martin is the 
cashier and that being Saturday he was pretty well 

tied up there with his bank work, but he said if we wanted 
to meet with him that if we came there he "would try and 
give us as much time as he could and so we met there and I 
think it was that day that Mr. Jones said that they desired 
to get out a pamphlet to supplement the ad which they had 
put in the paper and that they proposed to call this ‘I*The 
Lesson of Johnstown,” and wondered if I would write the 
forward for it and I told them that I would be willing to do 
it after I had seen the contents of the pamphlet which they 
proposed to publish. 

Mr. Rose: May we know whom is meant by “we” he said, 
“we met there”'/ 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Would you tell us? A. Yes, well this 
was the Executive Committee of the Citizens’ Committee, 
Mr. Heckman and Mr. Fiig and Mr. Geis and Mr. Camp¬ 
bell. 

Q. Mr. Carl Geis? A. Mr. Carl Geis, Mr. Campbell, Mr. 
Martin and of course Mr. Jones was there and I think that 
was all. 

Q. Y'ou spoke of Mr. Martin as being cashier of the b^nk; 
are you sure that that is his official title? A. Why, y<js, I 
am reasonably certain that he is the cashier at i the 

7925 United States National Bank. 

Q. Is he one of the inferior officers or is he4“A. 
He may be a vice-president and cashier. 

Q. Mr. Stanton, I show’ you Board’s Exhibit 190 wrljich 
has on the cover as the title “It Can’t Happen Here—It 
Did Happen Here—It Can Happen in l T our Town As 
Show’ll by the Lesson of Johnstowm”, and ask you if that is 
the pamphlet to which you refer. 

(Board’s Exhibit 190 w’as passed to the witness.) 

A. Yes, this is the one. 
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7926 Q. Will you look at wliat you call the foreword 
and tell me whether you wrote that? A. That is the 

one. 

Q. You did write it? A. Yes. 

Mr. Rose: You said, you referred in your question to 
the foreword, you are referring to what was printed here, 
“Foreword” so it can be identified? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, in other words, there is no other part 
of it that carries that title. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is the first page within the 
inside of the pamphlet, is that correct ? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Headed, “Foreword.” 

Mr. Moore: And more than that, “By the Rev. John H. 
Stanton”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is fairly well identified. 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, I was about to turn to 
another line of interrogation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think this would be a 
convenient place to stop, to adjourn. We only have a few 
minutes anyhow, so I suggest we adjourn at this time un¬ 
less all counsel and the witness want to go ahead, but 1 
understand the witness wants to get away at twelve 

7927 and it is about five minutes of now. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I think it is probably better that 
I should not start on the other line and have to break in 
on it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it would be best. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Stanton, can you be back at nine-thirty, 
or would you prefer to have a later hour for Monday? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Nine-thirty, I might say, is our 
usual convening time. 

The Witness: Well, I certainly wouldn’t want you to 
make any exception in my case, I would be very glad to be 
here at nine-thirty. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Nine-thirty Monday morning, 
and during the week-end, please don’t discuss your testi¬ 
mony with any one. 

The Witness: No, I will not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Nine-thirty. 

(Thereupon, at 12:01 o’clock p. m., January 29, 193S, 
the hearing was adjourned until 9:30 o’clock a. m., Jan¬ 
uary 31, 1938.) 
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7930 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. Crl70 
R-177”. 

The Auditorium 
Central High School 
Johnstown, Pennsvlvania. 

January 31, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Ejsq., 
(Washington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the Ra¬ 
tional Labor Relations Board. 

Ilovt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., g.nd 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de 
Gcrsdorff, Swaine & Wood, 15 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y.), Attorneys on behalf of the Respond¬ 
ents. 

7931 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come!to 
order. 

Mr. Moore, are vou readv? 

Mr. Moore: I will be in just a moment. 

Mr. Stanton, will you take the stand again, please? 

Rev. John H. Stanton resumed the stand as a witness bv 
and on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previ¬ 
ously duly sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Stanton, you have told us abo^t 
conferences which your Executive Committee, or the Exec¬ 
utive Committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, 
had at the offices of the Chamber of Commerce or Mr. 
Campbell’s office. Do you remember any conferences thjat 
you had there with any one else at any time during tl|ie 
strike, or— A. Well, yes, we had numerous conferences 
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there, more or less unofficial conferences that I have not re¬ 
lated thus far in my testimony. 

I remember on one occasion when, or that Mr. Campbell 
and Mr. Geis, Mr. Carl Geis and I were there and we were, 
I think we were discussing the attitude which Sheriff 

7932 Boyle had taken in our conferences which we had had 
a few days earlier. I remember that. 

While we were there, two other men came in. I was 
standing out in the front part of the office and Mr. Camp¬ 
bell and Mr. Geis were back in the private office, off the 
lobby, and at the moment I was out in the lobby of the office. 

These two men were representatives of a local union in 
Cambria City, and they wanted to know the names of the 
members of the Citizens’ Committee and I told them that it 
was a very large committee and that it would be impossible 
to give them the names. 

They wanted to know, then, the leading persons con¬ 
nected with the Citizens’ Committee and I asked them why 
it was that they wanted those names, and at that point I 
recall that Mr. Campbell came out and asked them who they 
were, what they represented, and they told him that they 
represented this particular lodge or union, and Mr. Camp¬ 
bell asked them why they requested those names and they 
said that the union had voted the night before to boycott 
the places of business of all of those who were connected 
with the Citizens’ Committee. 

7933 Q. You spoke while you were giving testimony on 
Friday or Saturday, or perhaps on both days—of a 

Mr. Lewis; to whom did you refer? A. Why, I judge— 

Q. You spoke about him in connection with the march of 
the miners. A. Oh, that would have been Mr. John L. 
Lewis. 

Q. You also made some statement, I have not checked it, 
about Mr. Heckman reporting to you or speaking to you 
about a conference that he had had with Mr. David Wat¬ 
kins. A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember when that conference took place 
according to the information you got from Mr. Heckman? 
A. Mr. Heckman reported on Monday night at our meeting 
at the Elks Club that he had had that conference with Mr. 
Watkins and I believe that he said that the conference had 
occurred the night before. 
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Q. That is Sunday night? A. Sunday night. 

Q. Well now, was that the first that you had heard of 
that conference? A. I think it was. 

7934 Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Moore. 
As I understand it the witness has told us that Mr. 

Heckman reported that this conference with Mr. Waikins, 
rather, a report of the conference was given at the Elks 
Club. I am wondering whether that report wasn’t given, 
according to the witness’ testimony, on the Sunday after¬ 
noon at the first meeting of the group. 

Mr. Moore: That was what I was trying to find, I wasn’t 
sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 am trying to find if thid will 
be of any help to you; my notes shows that they met the 
group on Sunday afternoon, this was the group that was 
called together by the witness on the telephone— 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —to meet at the Fort Staitwix. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That group met and Mr. Ijteck- 
man reported at that time that he had already had a confer¬ 
ence. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, that is what I was trying to find, I jiave 
the place now. The record— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That would be about page 11792, 
see if I am not right on that. 

Mr. Moore: You are absolutely right. 

7935 Trial Examiner Bloom: I suggest you pick it up 
from there. 

Mr. Moore: This is a part of the record, Mr. Stanton, 
and says, “So I told the men as I called them that the Gov¬ 
ernor was going to be there at the Fort Stanwix Hotel at 
three o’clock and that if we could go down there I was hope¬ 
ful that the Governor would meet with us and we could ex¬ 
press to him our feeling and desires to keep our city, so far 
as possible, free from bloodshed and violence and we met 
there at three o’clock and took a room there at the h<j)tel, 
I think on the second floor.” 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Then you go on: “I told these Jnen 
what I had seen on the previous night and Saturday morn¬ 
ing and Friday night and Mr. Heckman, I think, at the <^on- 
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fcrcnce said that he had already had a conference with Mr. 
Watkins.” Now what I want to find out is whether that 
was not a mistake? A. Everything that I related has been 
from my own memory, do you see, and this was six or seven 
months ago, and I had numerous conferences there and 
things were happening from day to day. Now in my testi¬ 
mony there 1 said, I think, that Mr. Heckman made that 
statement on that Sunday afternoon, but I have not con¬ 
sulted with anyone nor checked it at all, but in think- 

7936 ing of mv own testimony since Saturday I came to 
the conclusion myself that I was mistaken on that 

and that Mr. Heckman did not mention that particular con¬ 
ference until the following Monday night. 

7937 Q. That is what I wanted to get. Now, Mr. Stan¬ 
ton, I wish to ask you some questions that may be a 

little bit long, perhaps a little bit involved. If they are not 
perfectly clear to you, please say so and I will be glad to 
read them again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And if—I don’t know what the 
questions are—but if they are rather long and involved, I 
suggest that before you answer, you give counsel an op¬ 
portunity to make any objections that they might have to 
them. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, always do that. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any one, purporting to be a rep¬ 
resentative of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized to act 
for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, at any time before or during the strike among 
the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cambria 
Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly suggest to you, or 
order or direct that you or, in so far as you know, that the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or any member, officer or 
representative thereof, do or refrain from doing, anything 
in connection with the formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above 

7938 set forth.) 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as calling 
for a conclusion. It is also too broad, too vague, too indefi¬ 
nite. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, may I inquire, if 1 
understand the question correctly, does the whole question 
hang around the question “purport” at the beginning? 

Mr. Moore: Purporting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, no, oh, no. I want to make the question 
broad so as to include not only the representatives andj put 
him in position where he would have to investigate to jfind 
out whether it was a representative, look for authority, but 
one who purported to act. There is nothing other than 
that, that turns on the word “purporting”. 

The real meat of the question is, “Directly or indirectly 
suggest to you or order or direct you, or, in so far as you 
know, direct that the Citizens’ Committee, or any member 
or representative thereof, do or refrain from doing any¬ 
thing in connection with,” and then I state, “In connection 
with the formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee.” 

It doesn’t call for any conclusion, it is merely a 

7939 statement of fact. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it again, Mr. Re¬ 
porter, it is so long. 

Mr. Shawe: Read it slowly, will you please? 

Mr. Moore: It calls for a statement of fact. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above Iset 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, go ahead. 

The Witness: My answer, go ahead. 

7940 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, the same question, the 
fore part— 

Mr. Moore: The fore part, Mr. Examiner, if I may avoid 
reading the fore part of it and then add as to the second 
question,— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or in connection with any of the ac¬ 
tivities of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Rose: That is also objected to, Mr. Examiner, it also 
calls for a conclusion. I think these questions are too 
broad, too vague, and it assumes that the witness knows 
who the representatives are. 

Mr. Moore: He—if you will notice— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner— 
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The Witness: My answer is no. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or, in connection with the holding 
of any meeting? 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling, go ahead. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or, in connection with the issuance 
of any public statement or statements? A. No. 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

Go ahead. 

7941 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or, in connection with the in¬ 
sertion of any advertisement or advertisements in 

any newspaper or newspapers. 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or, in connection with the publica¬ 
tion of any booklet or booklets or any pamphlet or pamph¬ 
lets? 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or, in connection with the making 
of any speeches or statements over the radio, or otherwise? 
Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we just understand 
that the Board's counsel have an objection to all this line of 
questions. 

I assume that you have others there, Mr. Moore, that fol¬ 
low’ the same— 

Mr. Moore: Yes, following this character— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, you have an objec¬ 
tion to each question and unless 1 change my mind— 

Mr. Moore: Or, in connection—I am sorrv. 

7942 Trial Examiner Bloom: —it is overruled in each 
of them. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or, in connection with the solicita¬ 
tion or expenditure of funds? A. No. 
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Q. Or, in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conference with, official^ of, 
or other persons purporting to represent, the United Spates 
of America, or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania), or 
Cambria County, or the City of Johnstown, or Franklin 
Boro, or the so-called Steel Workers’ Committee? AJ No. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Objection—all right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or, with anything whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That one, I am afraid I don’t 
quite understand Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the question then would read this 
way: 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did anyone purporting to be a rep¬ 
resentative of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized to act 
for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, at any time before or during the strike among 
the employees of the Bethlehem Steel Company, at its Cam¬ 
bria Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly, suggesj; to 
you or direct that you, or, in so far as you know, that 

7943 the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or any member, 
officer or representative thereof, do or refrain from 

doing, anything in connection with anything whatsoever? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

7944 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any one whom you know 
or believe to have been a representative of, oract- 

ing for or authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel 
Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any time be¬ 
fore or during the strike among the employees of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, 
directly or indirectly suggest to you, or direct that you, or 
in so far as you know’, that the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or any member, officer or representative thereof, do 
or refrain from doing anything in connection with the for¬ 
mation of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think w T e will take a short re¬ 


cess. 
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(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think there was a pending ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Rose was about to state an objection to 
the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have forgotten the ques- 

7945 tion by this time. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as calling 
for a conclusion, too broad, too vague and indefinite directly 
and indirectly, I think, there is no definite meaning. 

Mr. Moore: I think I should make this explanation which 
will make the question readily understood. The first ques¬ 
tion was: 

“Did any one purporting to be a representative of or to 
be acting for or to be authorized to act for, etc.—” 
then in the second question I say: 

“Did any one whom you know or believe—” that is now 
know or believe—“to have been”. The point of the change 
is that at the time of the strike some one whom he did not 
know was representing Bethlehem and later he might have 
learned that that person was representing Bethlehem, so 
that it is another difference in that part: “Did any one 
whom you know or believe”, that is now or believe to have 
been, a representative— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I would assume from 
the nature of the previous question that you have a series 
of questions. 

Mr. Moore: Just the same, yes. 

7946 Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, would you do 
this, please, Mr. Reporter. Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a short recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, are you going to make 
an objection? 
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Mr. Rose: Yes, I believe I have made my objection. I 
Trial Examiner Bloom: T will let him answer. Do |you 
have the question? (To the witness) 

Mr. Moore: That is the first question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the second one. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, that is the second one? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The one that reads, Mr. Moj)re. 
“Did any one whom you know, or believe to have been”-j- 
Mr. Moore: That is right. 

The Witness: My answer is “no”. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, with the same question in the 
fore part, changing the end of it, “or in connection with 
any of the activities of the Johnstown Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee?” 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

7947 The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or, in connection with the 
holding of any meetings? 

Mr. Rose: May I have my general— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same objection is understood to 
apply to this line of questions as applied to the previous, 
and unless you hear from me, why, just go ahead and An¬ 
swer. 


The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or, in connection with the issuance of 
any public statement or statements? A. No. 

Q. Or, in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in any newspaper or newspapers? 
A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet 
or booklets, or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. No. 

Q. Or, in connection with the making of any speeches! or 
statements over the radio or otherwise? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. No. 

7948 Q. Or in connection with the sending of any com¬ 
munications to or the holding of any conference with 
officials of, or other persons purporting to represent the 
United States of America or the Commonwealth of Penn¬ 


sylvania, Cambria County, or the City of Johnstown or 
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Franklin Boro, or the so-called Steel Workers Committee? 
A. No. 

Q. Or anything whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection to 
that. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In taking any action or in doing any¬ 
thing or in refraining from taking any action or doing any¬ 
thing did you, as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or of its Executive Committee, ever act for the pur¬ 
pose of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distinguished 
from any other interest or other property owner whether 
located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. 

(The reporter read the last question.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, may I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you want to argue it. 

Mr. Moore: May I have an opportunity to argue it ? 
7949 I am bound to say I don’t understand why you in¬ 
dicate that the question is wrong. This witness was 
the organizer, certainly the active individual, in the organi¬ 
zation of the committee. I might say the originator of it. I 
am asking whether he, personally, ever did anything or re¬ 
frained from doing anything— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: With a certain intention. 

Mr. Moore: —with a certain purpose in mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: With a certain purpose. Well, I 
think— 

Mr. Moore: For the purpose of aiding, helping or benefit- 
ting. Now I am simply asking him whether he did anything 
or refrained from doing anything in order to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think I quite understand the 
question, the basis of my ruling, so that you will understand 
what I have in mind, Mr. Moore, is that this witness has 
told us the various things that he did and I might say that 
I think I have made somewhat of an exception to the type 
of rulings I have made heretofore in permitting this witness 
to explain, give his reasons, for doing things. Now this 
particular question would not tend to help anyone decide 
why he did these things other than he has already stated. 
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In other words, this man has given us a very complete 
picture, I feel, of what he did and what he felt and 
7950 what he saw during the strike, and in connection with 
the Citizens’ Committee. 

Mr. Moore: Well,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And the conclusions to be drawn 
from his actions is something, I think, the Board or a 're¬ 
viewing court could draw without the benefit of his own 
categorical statement as to whether he intended or did not 
intend certain things. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think that there is no one other than 
the person himself 'who can testify as to his mental attitude 
provided it is admitted. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think— 

Mr. Moore: But I, if I may— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: To be sure, we have many cases in law where 
actions will be used as the basis of determining what the 
intent was on the theory that a man usually intends to do 
the things which he does do. That, however, is not always 
the case and of course the mental attitude, the intent, is in 
many cases important, particularly in criminal cases. 

Now, this witness has testified what he did do and why 
he did it, and he has not testified the negative, that he did 
not do it for any other reason, and it is for that purpose 
that the question is asked to show that, not only that he did 
the things for reasons which he stated or indicated 
7951 in his testimony, but that he did not do them or dfd 
not refrain from doing anything for any other pur¬ 
pose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well of course, that I feel is the 
ultimate conclusion to be drawn from the testimony, and I 
can’t see— 

Mr. Moore: I don’t quite see that, I don’t see how yc^u 
can draw a conclusion from the statement of a witness that 
he did something for a particular purpose, that he didn’t do 
it for any other purpose, and it is with that in mind that I 
am trying to elicit the answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection at this 
time, Mr. Moore: 

Proceed. 
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7952 Mr. Moore: What does all this mean, that they 
haven’t taken my statement? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, no, they have the whole thing. 
I was asking the reporters if they could hear me, they seem 
to be having a little difficulty. 

Mr. Moore: Well, now, may I ask the question a little dif¬ 
ferently for the purpose of finding out how broad the rul¬ 
ing of the Examiner is? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I tried to make my reasons 
for the previous rulings sufficiently clear, Mr. Moore, and 
it possibly may aid you as a guide in the next question, if 
vou have anv. 

w •» 

Mr. Moore: Well, I was about to ask the question which 
I have previously asked with some change, for the purpose 
of making sure as to what the ruling, how broad the rul¬ 
ing is. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In taking any action or doing any¬ 
thing, or in refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee, or of its Executive Committee, ever act in the 
interest of Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, as distinguished from any other interest or 
other property owner, whether located in Johnstown or 
elsewhere? 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

7953 Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In taking any action or doing 
anything, or refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee, or of its Executive Committee, ever endeavor 
to act for the purpose of aiding, helping, or benefiting Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as 
distinguished from any other interest, or other property 
owner, whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

Mr. Moore: You mean— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Moore: —you sustain the ruling—objection, I mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as you know, did the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or its Executive Commit- 
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tee, or any member or representative of either such com¬ 
mittee, take any action or do anything, or refrain from 
taking any action or doing anything, for the purpose of Rid¬ 
ing, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company, or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as distinguished from 

7954 any other interest or other property owner, whether 
located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Mr. Moore: Now, before you rule on that, if there is to 
be objection, perhaps T should point out the difference be¬ 
tween the two. You see, this says, 4 ‘Did the Johnstojwn 
Executive Committee, or any member, act or do anything 
or refrain from doing anything for the purpose of aiding, 
helping,” and the other was referring to the -witness itself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, this present 
question is broader, it takes in more persons, am I correct, 
Mr. Moore ? 

Mr. Rose: The same objection. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

7955 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any member or represen¬ 
tative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of 

its Executive Committee, at any meeting of either such com¬ 
mittee which you attended, or elsewhere in so far as you 
know, ever say, in words or in substance, that the taking of 
any action or the doing of anything, or the refraining from 
taking any action or doing anything by such committee, jor 
any member or representative thereof, was for the purpose 
of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company 
or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as distinguished from a^iv 
other interests or other property owner, whether located I in 


Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Mr. Rose: The same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, overruled. 

Mr. Rose: Also on the ground that it is too broad and 
vague, it doesn’t fix the time or place. 

The Witness: Not to my knowledge. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was anything said at any meeting of 
the Citizens’ Committee, or of its Executive Committee, 
which you attended, to the effect that anything was to 
7956 be done or attempted by the Citizens’ Committee, or 
by its Executive Committee, in the interest of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as 
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distinguished from any other interest or other property 
owner, whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me just- a moment. I am not sure 
that that was correct. 

Will you read it again, the forepart. 

(The reporter repeated the forepart of the question as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me, that should be, “was anything 
said in any meeting of the Citizens’ Committee.” 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Xot to my knowledge. 

7957 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. C. R. Ellicott, in so 
far as you know, take any part in the transaction of 
any business that was transacted at any time by the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, or by its Executive Committee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to unless we know what 
“take any part” means. 

Mr. Moore: Take any part in the transaction of any 
business, participate in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that slowly. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: He did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear from any member 
or representative of the Citizens’ Committee, or of its Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee, that Mr. C. R. Ellicott took any part 
in the transaction of any business that was transacted at 
any time by the Citizens’ Committee, or by its Executive 
Committee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as irrelevant and immate¬ 
rial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did not. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) You testified, I believe, Mr. Stantjon— 
you will correct me if I am wrong—that Mr. Sidney 

7958 D. Evans was present at your invitation as orje of 
the laymen from your church, whom you invited to be 

present at the meeting of the Citizens, held at the felks 
Club on the evening of Monday, June 14, 1937, and that at 
that meeting Mr. Evans made a statement to the effect, in 
substance, that Bethlehem Steel Company would keep the 
mills open for the men who desired to work. Did Mr. 
Evans, in so far as you know, take any part in the trans¬ 
action of any business that was transacted at that meet¬ 
ing? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: You see, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean other than the 
statement that he made? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I was making that statement for the 
purpose of placing the limitation upon it, calling Mr. Stan¬ 
ton’s attention to the meeting. In effect, I can’t express 
my view, but in effect I want to find out whether he did 
anything else at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, why not ask him simply 
this question, then: Did Mr. Evans say or do anything 
other than that specific statement? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am not sure that that is the same 
thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Possibly I misunders ood 

7959 you then, Mr. Moore. Will you read that question 
again, please? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think in fairness we ought to ask Mr. 
Stanton to leave the stand because I can’t talk in his pres¬ 
ence without telling him what I have in mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you step out. 

Mr. Moore: Will you step out for just a moment, please, 
Mr. Stanton? 

(Whereupon, the witness was temporarily excused.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Stanton testified, if you remember, I 
haven’t attempted to give it at length, that he invited two 
men from his church, and Mr. Evans is one of them, because 
he had recommended to the gentlemen whom he had cabled 
and he asked, I think, Mr. Campbell to do the same thing, 
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to have each one of the men who were invited to attend 
the meeting by him or Mr. Campbell, bring two men with 
him and I think he said “laymen.” Now, he said that at 
that meeting Mr. Evans was called upon to state what the 
position of Bethlehem was with reference to operating the 
mills, or something of that sort, and he made the statement 
that, I think he said, but I am not sure, that Mr. Evans 
shortly thereafter went away. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, Mr. Evans did not go 
away. 

7960 Mr. Rose: He said he went away— 

Mr. Moore: Well, he went away. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you asked whether in his 
opinion Mr. Evans finished or not. 

Mr. Moore: That’s right, well, I don’t consider that 
transacting business and that is the difficulty I had, I 
couldn’t say that to the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see. 

Mr. Moore: For fear that he would think that that might 
be transacting business. I made the preliminary statement 
so that he would understand from the question that I was 
querying as to whether it was transacting business or not, 
at least, and if he thought it was, of course he could say yes 
or no and then he could explain it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see, I think if you will read 
that question now. 

Mr. Moore: Shall we have the witness come back and 
read it while he is here, or read it for the third time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Read it before he comes back. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then, we will have to read it 
again. Read the question. 

(The reporter read the pending question, as fol- 

7961 lows: 

“Q. You testified, I believe, Mr. Stanton, you will 
correct me if I am wrong, that Mr. Sidney D. Evans was 
present at your invitation as one of the laymen from your 
church whom you invited to be present at the meeting of 
the citizens held at the Elks Club on the evening of Mon¬ 
day, June 14,1937, and that at that meeting Mr. Evans made 
a statement to the effect, in substance, that Bethlehem Steel 
Company would keep the mills open for the men who de- 
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sired to work; did Mr. Evans in so far as you know take any 
part in the transaction of any business that was transacted 
at that meeting?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, before I permit the wit¬ 
ness to answer that question, Mr. Moore, I would want you 
to first find out from him what he means bv “transaction of 
business”. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it is the same question as I asked Mr. 
Ellicott, or with reference to Mr. Ellicott. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, but if we are going to 
have a scries of those questions, particularly with refer¬ 
ence to this question, I think we should find out whai the 
witness understands by the words. Will you call the wit¬ 
ness? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I could ask him readily whether 

7962 he regards that as transacting business. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, before repeating my question, 
Mr. Stanton, I will use part of it as a statement and :hen 
base a question upon it. You testified, as I believe, an:l as 
I said before, correct me if I am wrong, that Mr. Sidney D. 
Evans was present at your invitation as one of the layjmen 
of your church whom you invited to be present at the Meet¬ 
ing of the citizens held at the Elks Club on the evening of 
June 14, 1937, and that at that meeting Mr. Evans made a 
statement to the effect, in substance, that Bethlehem Steel 
Company would keep the mills open for the men who de¬ 
sired to work; my question is, do you regard that as the 
transaction of business by Mr. Evans or the participating 
in the transaction of business by Mr. Evans? A. I would 
not so regard it. 

7963 Q. Now then, having in mind that answer I ask 
you the further question: Did Mr. Evans in so far 

as you know take any part in the transaction of any busi¬ 
ness than was transacted at that meeting? A. Not so far 
as I know. 

Q. Did Mr. Sidney D. Evans take any part in so far as 
you know in the transaction of any business that was trans- 
acted at any time by the Citizens’ Committee or by its Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee ? A. He did not. 
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Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Committee 
that Mr. Sidney D. Evans ever took any part in the trans¬ 
action of any business that was transacted at any time by 
the Citizens’ Committee or by the Executive Committee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as immaterial and irrele¬ 
vant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

Mr. Moore: May I read it again so as to be sure that 
it is correct? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear from any member 
or representative of the Citizens’ Committee or of its Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee that Mr. Sidney D. Evans ever 

7964 took any part in the transaction of any business that 
was transacted at any time by the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or by its Executive Committee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any person purporting to be a 
representative of or to be acting for or authorized to act 
for, or whom you know or believe to have been a represen¬ 
tative of, or acting for or authorized to act for, either Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, in 
so far as you know, take any part in the transaction of any 
business that was transacted at any time by the Citizens’ 
Committee or by its Executive Committee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter read the last question as above reported.) 

Mr. Moore: It certainly does not call for— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear from any member 
or representative of the Citizens’ Committee or of its Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee that any person purporting to be a rep¬ 
resentative of or to be acting for or to be author- 

7965 ized to act for, or who you know or believe to have 
been, or such member or representative, stated that 
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he knew or believed was a representative of, or acting for, 
or authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever took any part in the 
transaction of any business that was transacted atl any 
time by the Citizens’ Committee or by its Executive Com¬ 
mittee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. We will have 
a brief recess. 

(Whereupon a short recess was taken, after which, the 
following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, gentlemen. 

Proceed. 

7966 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, do you want 
to read that question again? 

I understand you have made a little change. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I was trying to split it into three ques¬ 
tions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: My heart goes out to you-^my 
thanks. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear from any member 
or representative of the Citizens’ Committee, or of its Exec¬ 
utive Committee, that any person purporting to be a rep¬ 
resentative of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized to 
act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company, or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, ever took any part in the transaction of 
any business that was transacted at any time by the Citi¬ 
zens’ Commitee, or by its Executive Committee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a conclusion, 
immaterial, irrelevant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Rose: “Partaking in”. 

The Witness: I never did. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear from any member 
or representative of the Citizens’ Committee, or of its Ex¬ 
ecutive Committe, that any person who you know wasl or 
believe to have been, a representative of, or acting fori or 
authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Cpm- 

7967 pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever took pny 
part in the transaction of any business that jvas 

transacted at any time by the Citizens’ Committee, or its 
Executive Committee? 
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Mr. Moore: Off the record, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling, go ahead. Do you 
understand that? 

The Witness: Well, I lost track of the first part of the 
question. 

Mr. Moore: Well, may we have it read back, please? 

The Witness: Did you ever hear, was that it? 

Mr. Moore: Will you read it back, please? 

(Thereupon the reporter read the last question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear from any mem¬ 
ber or representative of the Citizens’ Committee, or of its 
Executive Committee, that any person who such member or 
representative stated that he knew or believed was a rep¬ 
resentative of, or acting for, or authorized to act for, either 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor- 
7968 poration, ever took any part in the transaction of any 
business that was transacted at any time by the Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee or by its Executive Committee? 

Mr. Rose: Could I have that read, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Surely. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Rose: Can you read it again, please? 

Mr. Moore: Off the record, perhaps I can make it clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. He may answer. 

The Witness: I did not. 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

Mr. Broun: I just want to make sure the answer was on 
the record and not off, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any member or representative 
of the Citizens’ Committee, or of its Executive Committee, 
or anyone who purported to be acting for, or to be author¬ 
ized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle- 
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hem Steel Corporation, or who you know was 6r be- 

7969 lieve to have been, a representative of or acting for, 
or authorized to act for, either such company or 

such corporation, ever tell you that there ever was 4 con¬ 
nection between the Citizens’ Committee or its Executive 
Committee, and either such company or such corporation? 
Mr. Moore: Off the record, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was had off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, on the record. [Read 
it, please. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the last question as above 
recorded.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You didn’t make any objection? 
Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it seems to me that this question, 
“ever tell him”— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, I want to ask a question 
with reference to a number of persons, and I have here a 
list of the persons, with a supply, I guess, and if youj will 
permit me, I will give to the Examiner and counsel and the 
witness, a copy of the list of persons, suggesting that !l do 
so as the easiest way to follow the names. 

7970 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I trust you ard not 
going to discriminate against the witness, he I has 

got to answer these questions. 

Mr. Moore: I beg your pardon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say, you won’t discriminate 
against the witness, I hope. 

Mr. Shawe: He included the witness. 

Mr. Rose: He included the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You included the witness? jOh, 
my mistake. Not only will I permit you, Mr. Moore, but I 
will beg of you. I can see that list from here and it fright¬ 
ens me if I have to keep it in mind. 

Mr. Moore: I thought I had extra copies— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness and I canjuse 
one. 

Mr. Moore: I have an extra copy. 
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7971 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, the question, Mr. Stanton, 
is a simple one, it is this: Were any of the follow¬ 
ing named persons a member of the Citizens’ Committee or 
of any committee thereof: 


Eugene 6. Grace 

Frederick A. Shick 

Robert E. McMath 

George H. Blakeley 

C. Austin Buck 

Charles R. Holton 

Charles M. Schwab 

James H. Ward 

Quincy Bent 

Archibald Johnston 

Joseph M. Larkin 

Paul Mackall 

Norborne Berkeley 

Charles D. Marshall 

William J. Brown 

James P. Bender 

Charles R. Miller 

Edward B. Hill 

William H. Johnstone 

Warren M. Driver 

Sigmund L. Holverstott 

Richard H. Schlottman 

Frederick N. Finger 

Robert Young 

Fred H. Overdorf 

William L. Achenbach 

Donald T. Aikenhead 

Jesse V. Honeycutt 

John M. Ellis 

Charles M. Denise 

William H. Stewart 

Paul W. Cotton 

Edward F. Gohl 

Robert S. A. Dougherty 

Roy A. Lewis 

Charles E. Ellieott 

Harrv A. Whitaker 
* 

Edward F. Entwisle 
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Jacob H. Edmonds 
Stewart J. Cort 
Frank A. Robbins, Jr. 

Edwin J. Paulus 
T. Scott Clingan 
Thomas R. Johns 
7972 Myrle L. Jacobs 

Arthur F. Peterson 
Edward J. Quackenbush 
Augustino T. De Serrano 
John M. Gross 
Harry 0. Crawford 
Ralph E. Hough 
Sidney D. Evans 
Ewart L. Roberts 
John C. Davies 
Francis A. Dunn 
Homer M. Crossett 
Ralph Kent 
Gordon R. Baer 
Frank E. Howells 
Harry R. Coulson 
Harry A. Marley 
Harry H. Phillips 
Thomas F. Gallagher 
Clifford T. Ward 
William H. Bennett 
Thomas C. Kern 
Patrick J. Scott 
Daniel W. O’Leary 
Scott D. Baumer 
Charles J. Eppley 
Edwin W. Trexler 
George W. Rodgers 
Harry F. Raab 
Jerry F. Wilbur 
Harold C. Cox 
Harrv E. Trout 
Charles M. Schwartz 
Robert Earl Penrod 
Elliott H. Hollenback 
William C. Frank 
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Clayton T. Harrison 
Bernard A. Blnme 
Irwin W. Penrod 
Edward 0. Murray 
Walter M. Thomas 
Henry P. Veil 
Frank E. Thompson 
Wilbur B. Hoddinott 

A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. In so far as you know, did any of the persons whose 
names I read in asking the preceding question, at any time 
suggest to you or order or direct that the Citizens’ 

7973 Committee or its Executive Committee or either of 
such committees or any member or officer or repre¬ 
sentative of either of such committees, as such Citizens’ 
Committee, or such Executive Committee, or such member 
or officer or representative do or refrain from doing any¬ 
thing? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, that goes back 
to the second question. 

Mr. Moore: I beg your pardon? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The second question of this 
whole series, as I recall it, you spoke of Bethlehem Steel 
Company and Bethlehem Steel Corporation generally, now 
you are referring to them specifically. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, a specific list, if I am permitted I would 
be glad to show this question on a separate page to the wit¬ 
ness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I permitted him to answer. 

Mr. Moore: I was wondering whether he had it in mind. 
The Witness: No, I don’t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you do that, then. 
(The document was passed to the witness.) 

The Witness: No, my answer is no. 

Mr. Moore: The record shows the answer is no. 

7974 Might we have just a short recess, Mr. Examiner, 
so that I might check back. I think that there are two 

or three questions more that I would like to ask Mr. Stan¬ 
ton. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want about ten or fif¬ 
teen minutes ? 
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Mr. Moore: Yes, ten minutes will be plenty of tinjie, 
thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

7975 Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you ready, !\fr. 

Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Mr. Examiner, my first question is addressed to you. Ij)o 
you have a copy of the record? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I do, Mr. Moore. Do y<jm 
mean of Mr. Stanton’s testimony? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Will you turn to pages 11780 and 1178}? 
Near the top, or a third of the way down the page, 1178}, 
Mr. Rose moved to strike “that”, and the w’ord “that” is 
not clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, and I think I said, 
“That may go out,” and then the question is, “What went 
out?” 

Mr. Moore: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: My ruling applied to that part 
of the answer, beginning, “Apparently intending to s»o 
through this picket line.” 

The answer that was not stricken then would read as fol¬ 
lows: 

“I saw one thing that impressed me that morning was 
that I saw numerous ones of the men who came with their 
dinner-pails.” 

Mr. Moore: And, your ruling is to strike out from 

7976 that point on? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. 

Mr. Moore: To the end of the sentence. I thought that 
w^as what you must have intended. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: But, that leaves it rather in the air with¬ 
out showing viiat the men did and I winder if I may ask thle 
witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I wonder about that, M}. 
Moore. If you will look at the ruling wiiere I said, “Th^t 
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may go out/’ on 11781, the witness then went on to say, “I 
saw these men come with their dinner-pails and size up the 
situation, talk to one another and finally turn around and 
walk away down the street,” and so on. So he did tell us 
what they did. 

Mr. Moore: I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think— 

Mr. Moore: I think that is all right, the record shows, 
apparently— 

Mr. Rose: I did make a motion after that to strike. You 
said, “That may be stricken.” 

I think that was applicable to assuming so much of the 
sentence— 

Mr. Moore: I think that is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, you are right, 

7977 Mr. Rose. I hope this will be a lesson to you to get 
the objection in the record. 

When you make a motion to strike, just tell us specifically 
what you want. 

Mr. Rose: Frankly, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That, of course, is what I did 
strike, the words, “assuming that they had gone back 
home.” 

In other words, the answer will read this wav: 

“I saw these men come with their dinner-pails and size 
up the situation, talk to one another and finally turn around 
and walk away down the street, get the cars and drive 
away.” 

Mr. Moore: That is all right, thank you. 

7978 Trial Examiner Bloom: It seems to me there was 
another one, as I read over this record. As a matter 

of fact, I had a note of these two myself and I was going to 
ask the witness about them. 

Mr. Moore: There is one other place. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have any others, Mr. 
Broun or Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: I haven’t any other place marked like that, 
but I have got to confess I haven’t read the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know, I caught that, that was 
on the next page, Mr. Moore, 11782, where I defined spe¬ 
cifically just what was going out. You see it at the bot- 
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tom of the page, Mr. Moore: “As they were in the h^ibit 
of doing ”, 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I see that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was the one I had in mi|nd, 
as I recall it. Mr. Rose and Mr. Shawe, do you have 4 n y 
others that might be indefinite? 

Mr. Rose: No. 

Mr. Moore: Beginning at page 11,783, Mr. Examinjer, 
the record is not clear as to where Mr. Stanton went that 
night, but it is clear in your mind, it is clear in the witness’ 
mind and in mine, I think, because you remember you 

7979 had a map up before you, but the record doesn’t 
show what was said while you were examining the 

map. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s correct. 

Mr. Moore: Then I wonder if we might have that 
straightened out? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, I wish you would, ijr. 
Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Let’s see, that was Saturday night, I believe. 
At the bottom of page 11783, Mr. Stanton said: “So I 
went down again that night—” that night it should be “—I 
drove up in the direction of Franklin as far as the railroad 
at the point where the railroad tracks cross the street on 
Maple Avenue, I think it is, and I watched what was going 
on there for a while and finally drove back to the Gautier 
Gate and again stayed there and mingled among the men 
and talked with them that night as I had done on two pre¬ 
vious occasions.” 

Then you asked a question: “Will you be good enough 
to show us on the map, if counsel want to come up here arid 
see also”? Then some place I thought that is you saili, 
Mr. Examiner, “You mentioned a place in Franklin” froijn 
which it might be inferred, I thought— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that was my mii- 

7980 take, he didn’t mention a place in Franklin, he men¬ 
tioned he was going in the direction of Franklin. 

Mr. Moore: Then you said, “I don’t think he went int|o 
Franklin.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Moore: I wonder if the record might show, however, 
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about how far Mr. Stanton went that night toward the 
Franklin line? 

Mr. Rose: I think it says— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s clear it up, it doesn’t 
matter, it certainly will do no harm if we have it specifically 
stated. 

Mr. Moore: I just wish to have it clear so that there won’t 
be any misunderstanding about it when reading it. 

The Witness: I went up as far as the railroad tracks that 
crosses the street. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How far from Franklin is that, 
do you know? 

The Witness: Oh— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Approximately? 

The Witness: I don’t know— 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps we might get some help if he will 
tell us if it is near the bridge and which bridge you go to¬ 
ward Franklin. 

7981 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Didn’t you go anywhere near 
that? A. Oh, no, it is this side of that bridge. 

Q. This side of the bridge? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, what bridge? 

Mr. Moore: The first bridge, you mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the first bridge? 
The Witness: Yes, it is this side of the first bridge, I 
think, I— 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We ought to have them— 

The Witness: We ought to have that map again to clear 
that up definitely. 

(At this point counsel gathered at the witness table and 
discussed a map.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I think that if you 
will look at the question you asked the witness at the bot¬ 
tom of page 11781, I can see how here may be some confu¬ 
sion. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, that is the reason we are asking to 
straighten it out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Up to that point, I think, his 
testimony had been clear, but with that question of yours 
in there and then the answer “yes” of the witness— 

7982 Mr. Moore: Yes. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4127 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may lead to some little con¬ 
fusion. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if I might read it to the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not just ask him another 
question, forgetting the testimony that he has given. The 
record will show, of course, we are trying to clear up his 
previous testimony, and I think a fresh question here would 
have that effect. 

7983 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Stanton, will you tell us 
about the point to which you went and at which you 

turned around that night, when you said that you went off 
in the direction of Franklin and then turned and (fame 
back? A. Yes. I went to the second, the second point on 
that street where the railroad tracks cross the street. 

Q. Now then,— A. Which would be the point just be¬ 
low the lower Franklin Gate. 

Q. And, would be approximately the farthest point up in 
Woodvale? A. Yes. 

Q. As you would go from Johnstown to Franklin? A. 
That is right . 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, if you will turn to jbage 
11793, there is a little doubt in my mind as it reads. Mr. 
Stanton was reporting about a telephone, about being 
called to the telephone by Mr. Hough when he was at the 
Fort Stanwix Hotel on Sunday afternoon, June 13th. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) And you make this statement, Mr. 
Stanton, according to the record: “He said, ‘if you are in¬ 
terested in knowing whether or not we are having any vio¬ 
lence in this strike, I can let you listen to some right now. 
I have a line through to Franklin.’ ” That phrase, “I ijiave 
a line through to Franklin’’, it is doubtful in my 

7984 mind as to where Mr. Hough was. Do you khow 
where he was when he called you? Where was Mr. 

Hough at the time that he called you on the telephone? A. 
Well, really I don’t know. I was under the impression 
that he may have been here. 

Mr. Rose: Oh, I object to the impression, Mr. Examiner. 
The Witness: Well, I don’t know where Mr. Hough was. 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Hough didn’t tell you where he 
was, whether he was in Franklin or where? A. No, he did 
not. 

Q. Now, we asked you on Friday, or Saturday, if ^rou 
would get a copy of the telegram which you sent to Go^er- 
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nor Earle. I think you said, after you returned to your 
home from the Country Club on Sunday, June 20th. Were 
you able to get it? A. Yes, I tried to get it this morning. 
They expect it now, tomorrow. It is not here yet. 

Q. When you say, “they”, you mean the telegraph com¬ 
pany? A. I called the Western Union this morning to see 
if that had been returned. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Moore, May I make 
this suggestion then? We will leave the record open, in 
case the Reverend finishes his testimony before the tele¬ 
gram gets here, if it does get here, we will leave the record 
open and if counsel can’t agree on the wire, that is 

7985 the fact that this is the telegram that was sent, why, 
maybe we will have to call the witness back for a min¬ 
ute or so, but, I don’t think that will be necessary. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I am not sure, Mr. Stanton, that I 
asked you why the telegraph company can’t give you the 
copy now. Did you state whether the telegraph company 
advised you why it couldn’t? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, you mean why it could not 
give it to us today? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I will phrase the question this way: 

Q. ( By Mr. Moore) Did the telegraph company tell you 

or state to vou whv it couldn’t give vou the telegram when 

vou asked for it? 

% 

Mr. Rose: Well, that is objected to. What difference 
does it make, Mr. Examiner? I think he said something as 
to why he didn’t, either Friday or Saturday, have the tele¬ 
gram at the moment. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the record, I am sure, doesn’t show. 

I think he said that the LaFollettee Committee had sub¬ 
poenaed some papers, but he didn’t say whether they were 
his papers or the papers of the telegraph company. I want 
to know whether they are his papers or the telegraph com¬ 
pany’s papers, that is all. 

7986 Mr. Rose: What difference does it make? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: The LaFollette Committee has subpoenaed 
the telegrams which were sent, or at least that telegram 
which was sent on that day. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) It has subpoenaed it from the tele¬ 
graph company, do you mean? A. From the telegraph com¬ 
pany, and when I called them this morning again to see if a 
copy of the telegram had been returned to the telegraph of¬ 
fice, as they promised to do, they said it was not here yet, 
that they expected it tomorrow. 

Q. “They” being the representative of the telegraph 
company or the telegraph office here? A. The manager, 
the manager. 

Q. Now, we also referred during your testimony to a res¬ 
olution— 

Mr. Moore: This is on page 846, Mr. Examiner, 11846. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) —a resolution that was adopted at 
the meeting in this auditorium, on the night of Thursday, 
June 17th. Have you located that resolution? A. I halve 
that. 

Q. You have it here? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was Carl Geis’ resolution? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

The Witness: Frank Geis. 

7987 Trial Examiner Bloom: Frank Geis, pardon me. 

Mr. Moore: Frank Geis offered it, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You have it here? A. Yes. 

Q. May I sec it, please? A. This is a copy of it. 

(The witness hands Mr. Moore a paper.) 

The Witness: It is simply a copy of it. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know of your own knowl¬ 
edge that that is the resolution that was offered? A. Mr. 
Geis so informed me himself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When? 

The Witness: This morning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well then, as I understand it, 
you didn’t have the resolution at home or among youjr 
papers. As I understood it the other day, you had, or you 
were going to try to get the exact resolution. 

The Witness: Yes. May I speak to you? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I wish you would. 

The Witness: Well, I promised that I would try and se¬ 
cure the exact resolution and then it was agreed that if 
I secured a copy of it, that would be all right, and I rememj- 
bered that there was a copy of it in the newspaper and I 
also felt certain that there would be a copy of it ini 
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7988 possibly, the Citizens’ records, if they have them, the 
Committee records, if they have such, but I called 

Mr. Geis and asked him, himself,—1 hope that I didn’t vio¬ 
late any rule? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, that is all right. 

The Witness: In doing that, because he was the one that 
offered it and I felt that he was the one I should get it from. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all right. 

The Witness: So he gave me that copy of the resolu¬ 
tion. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Frank Geis is in town? A. Mr. 
Frank Geis, yes. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, if there is any objec¬ 
tion to having this go into the record on that statement of 
the witness, why, I will call Mr. Geis. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Maybe counsel for the Board 
have no objection. 

Mr. Rose: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was had off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

7989 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Stanton, you stated that 

vou were not a member of the Executive Committee which 
* 

was first appointed, but that subsequently, that is, of the 
Executive Committee of the Citizens’ Committee, but sub¬ 
sequently you, and I think you said Mr. Waters, were added 
to that committee; can you tell me about the date on which 
that took place ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, did you say Walters 
or Waters? 

Mr. Moore: Waters, Robert Waters. 

The Witness: Well, 1 couldn’t give you that accurate 

date. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) It is of no importance, I just thought 
if you remembered it you might give it to us. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, can you give us an ap¬ 
proximation ? 

The Witness: Yes, I would say that it was some time 
during the week of the 20th of June that we were added to 
the committee, that is as near as I can come to it. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, you have testified thajt you 
were present at meetings prior to that, for installed, you 
have told us that you were present at meetings <j>n the 
7990 19th? A. Yes. 

Q. Were you or were you not then acting! as a 
member of the committee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Numerous times I was invited to co^ne in 
and sit with the committee, although I was not offici4lly a 
member of the Executive Committee. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I don’t know that we need 
do this while the witness is on the stand, but I have had this 
proclamation, so-called, photostated and it was not a very 
good job. This is what they (lid and then I had them cut 
that out and it can be re-done if you think that it is n<j)t all 
right. 


I think it’s all right. 


This' 


was 


Trial Examiner Bloom: 
already admitted in evidence. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may show that Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 112 previously received in evidence has 
been photostated and furnished to the reporter by coi]insel 
for the respondents. 

Mr. Moore: I think that is all, Mr. Examiner, that is all 
I have notes of. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it’s about twenty-two 
minutes after twelve, suppose we adjourn at this 
7991 time and reconvene at ten minutes of two for cross- 
examination, if the Board has any. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Two o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:24 o’clock p. m., a recess was t4ken 
until two o’clock p. m.) 


7.995 


After Recess 


(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to| 
cess, at two o’clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please com 
order. 


re- 


e to 
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Rev. John H. Stanton resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the Respondents, and having been prev¬ 
iously duly sworn, testified further as follows: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the next exhibit number? 

The Reporter: 113. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 113, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, you will remember that on 
Saturday last reference was made to the proclamation of 
Governor Earle, which affected, perhaps I should say, the 
Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, and you asked 
whether I would put in evidence the proclamation. 

T have now what has been handed to me as a copy of the 
proclamation. It is stated to have been given under the 
hand and great seal of the Commonwealth in the City of 
Harrisburg this nineteenth day of June, in the year of Our 
Lord, 1937, and of the Commonwealth of 161st, and I would 
like to offer it in evidence at this time if it is in 

7996 order. 

Mr. Shawe: No objection. 

Mr. Rose: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be received as Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit No. 113. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 113, in evidence.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, do you have any 
further questions? 

Mr. Moore: No, no further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anv cross-examination? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

7997 Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Stanton, in the months of 
June and July, 1937 did you know that Mayor Shields re¬ 
ceived $31,465.25 from the Bethlehem Steel Company dur¬ 
ing the strike last year? 

Mr. Moore: I think I will object to that, Mr. Examiner, 
there is nothing here so far as this witness is concerned to 
show that anything of that sort happened, more than that 
I don’t think the question is quite clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Whereupon the reporter read the last question as above 
recorded.) 
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Mr. Moore: There is nothing in evidence that in any way 
warrants that question. 

Mr. Rose: I think the record is clear on the subject, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Well, the record— 

Mr. Rose: The testimony of the witness— 

Mr. Moore: Well, there is nothing in evidence anywhere, 
I say again, that warrants that question, I can’t argtie it 
further in the presence of the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you leave the stand, please? 

(Witness temporarily excused.) 

Mr. Moore: The question is clearly not a fair one 

7998 because there isn’t anything in the record to show 
that the Bethlehem Steel Company ever paid one 

dollar to the Mavor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

Mr. Moore: There is evidence to show that it paid money 
to the Citizens’ Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question again. 

(Whereupon the reporter read the last question as alcove 
recorded.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained as to the form of the 
question. 

Will someone call in the witness? 

Mr. Rose: I will call him. 

Rev. John H. Stanton resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the Respondents, having been previously 
duly sworn, was examined and testified further as follows: 

Cross Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know, Mr. Stanton, that during 
the strike here last year Mayor Shields received Bethlehem 
Steel Company money? 

Mr. Moore: I object to the question for the same reaspns 
I stated before, there is no basis for such a question 
in any testimony that has been adduced in this case, ^er- 
tainly none while this witness was on the stand. | 

7999 Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain it as to the 
form of the question. There is United States Gov¬ 
ernment money which is the only legal tender, I think. 

8000 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you know, Mr. Stanton, t^iat 
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Mayor Shields received $31,465.25 during the strike last 
year, which money came from Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, for the same reason. Money, 
I may pay money to my grocer, he may use it to buy things, 
but that money doesn’t come from me, that is his money. 

Mr. Rose: Oh, I think the record is clear on that, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Well, it clearly assumes a state of facts that 
is not in evidence at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Money isn’t ear-marked, you can’t ear-mark 
any money, I don’t know where, it may have come from 
anybody. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Mr. Examiner, the question is an ambigu¬ 
ous one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, rephrase the question. 

Mr. Rose: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know that Mayor Shields dur¬ 
ing the strike last year received money which came 

8001 from the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it on the same grounds I 
have stated, it assumes a state of facts not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, I do not know that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You still don’t know that? A. You see, 
I was away all during the month. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, I think we are en¬ 
titled to an answer, yes or no. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I object to the question, the question 
has been asked and answered. There isn’t any need of ask¬ 
ing the question the second time. He said he didn’t know 
it. 

Mr. Rose: Well, this is cross-examination, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: It is all right, but you keep within the 

8002 rules. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection as to 
the form of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know that now, Mr. Stantcjn? 

Mr. Moore: Same question, exactly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know that Mr. Francis C. ^lar- 
tin delivered some money from Mr. Evans of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company to Mayor Shields during the month of June, 
1937 ? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, Mr. Examiner, it assumes a 
state of facts not in evidence, it is the same question jin a 
different form. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the pending questioiji as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean delivered 

some monev from? 

* 

I will sustain it as to the form of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know that Mr. Martin, during 
the month of June, 1937, received money from Mr. Evans 
of the Bethlehem Steel Company and delivered it to Mayor 
Shields? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that—there is nothing in the 
record to warrant that question, unless you define 
8003 what you mean by “Mr. Martin.” I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Francis Martin? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Francis Martin, who is— 

Air. Rose: That is what I said. 

Air. Aloore: Is he talking about Francis Arartin, or is he 
talking about Francis Alartin, Chairman of the Citizens’ 
Committee ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I have heard it rumored; I do not know! it 
as a fact. 

Q. (By Air. Rose) When was the first time you heard 
about it*? A. The first time that I heard that rumor w!as 
during the hearing, which was held in the Franklin Boro, at 
the time of Air. Arartin’s testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the Labor Board hear¬ 
ing, this present hearing? 

The AVitness: Yes. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was that the first you heard of it? A. 
That was the first that I had heard of that. 

8004 Q. Did you ever hear that men by the name of 
Griffith and Lewis employed by Mr. Martin received 

packages from Mr. Evans of the Bethlehem Steel Company 
and delivered them to Mayor Shields during the strike last 
year? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, again it assumes a state of 
facts— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained, there is no testimony 
that these men were employed by Mr. Martin. 

Q. Did you hear that a messenger received a package 
from Mr. Evans of the Bethlehem Steel Company and 
delivered it to Mayor Shields last year during the strike? 

Mr. Moore: Why, I think the same objection, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When did he hear this, Mr. Rose, 
I am not clear from the form of your question? Did he 
hear it in June? 

Mr. Rose: Anv time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you please answer? 

The Witness: I heard that rumor at the time of 

8005 Mr. Martin's testimony in the Labor Board hear¬ 
ing in Franklin Boro. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you read about it in the news¬ 
paper? A. Yes. 

Q. And prior to that time, you say you did not know 
about- it? A. No, I did not know. 

Mr. Moore: Did not know what ? 

Mr. Rose: Well, what we have been talking about. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you finish your answer, 
maybe the witness— 

The Witness: Prior to that time I did not know anything 
about it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When you learned of the delivery of 
this money, did you call a meeting of the citizens? 

Mr. Moore: Now, just a moment, no delivery of this 
money, it has not yet appeared that any money had been 
delivered, nothing in the record anywhere to warrant that 
question. It just assumes a state of facts not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 
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(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Which money are you re- 

8006 ferring to, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: About which he heard the rumors. 
Mr. Moore: He didn’t say he heard rumors, the question 
was about a package. 

Mr. Rose: The previous question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which question are you ije- 
ferring to, the one about the package or the one about Mr. 
Martin? 

Mr. Rose: 1 am referring to the one about Mr. Martin. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, rephrase the question with 
that in mind, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When you heard the rumor about Mr. 
Martin receiving money from Mr. Evans and delivering it 
to Mayor Shields last year during the strike, did you hold 
a meeting of the citizens? 

Mr. Moore: Are you finished? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, there is no such testimony, no 
such rumor testified to by the witness. He has now coupled 
two questions together, one that he did ask and was an¬ 
swered and another one which to which I objected and my 
objection was sustained. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I believe that he testified that he heard 
about the incident by way of rumor. 

Mr. Moore: By rumor that Mr. Martin received 

8007 money from Mr. Evans. 

Mr. Rose: And that Mr. Martin delivered it to Mr. 

Shields. 

Mr. Moore: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead, answer the ques¬ 
tion. Do you understand it? 

The Witness: May I have the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, the word is 44 delivered it.” 
There is no basis for that question. 1 just point that out 
to vou. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. Do you understand 
the question? 

The Witness: Well, no, I did not call a meeting of the 
citizens when I heard the rumor which I have previously 
referred to as having heard. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long did you say you had been 
Pastor of the Westmont Presbyterian Church? A. Since 
February, 1935. 

Q. Is your parish in an area where steel workers reside? 
A. Yes, there are steel workers living in the neighborhood 
of my parish. 

800S Mr. Moore: Might we have a definition, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, of what he means by steel workers? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you had better define it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Will you tell us what you mean by 
steel workers? 

Mr. Moore: I object, let the counsel say what he means by 
it, the witness will answer accordingly. 

Mr. Rose: Well, the witness seemed to understand. I 
was going to ask him that, immediately afterwards. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, well, go ahead, tell us what 
you mean by steel workers. 

Mr. Rose: I might say, Mr. Examiner, the witness used 
that in his testimony and that was why I assumed that he 
knew. 

Mr. Moore: Well, point out to the witness the connec¬ 
tion in which he used it and then perhaps we will have some 
basis of a definition. 

Mr. Rose: Well, he said he went down to the Gautier 
Gate and spoke to steel workers. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is all very true, that does not mean 
that others are not steel workers. He may have gone down 
to the Gautier Gate and I might have been there, he might 
have spoken to steel workers or he might have used the 
word “workers” and not spoken to me, it doesn’t 
8009 mean that because he doesn’t speak to me that I am 
not a worker. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by steel 
worker, Reverend ? 

The Witness: Well, my understanding of the term is 
that it means those who are actually employed in the mills 
and who work with their hands or who do the manual labor 
about the mills. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the way you used it 
viouslv in vour testimony when vou referred to steel w 

» * % i 

ers; is that what you had in mind? 

The Witness: I meant in using the term to distinguish 
between those who do manual labor and those who do 
office work, steel workers, I mean those who do the mapual 
labor in connection with the making of steel. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And do you include in your under¬ 
standing of the word steel workers those who do 
occupy supervisory positions ? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t understand that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as abovel set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why don’t you make the ques¬ 
tion affirmative, it would be much easier? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, do you include in your 

8010 understanding of the word steel workers those men 
who hold supervisory positions in the mills? A. 
No. 

8011 Q. (By Mr. Rose) About how many steel workers 
reside in your parish, do you know ? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, unless we have “parish” 
defined. 

Mr. Rose: The witness used it. He is a clergyman, he 
certainly can tell us. 

Mr. Moore: Well, let’s have the connection pointed out 
to the witness so that he will know in what connection he 
used it. 

Mr. Rose: lie referred, in calling the meeting Monday 
night, to the fact that he called, I believe, ministers whose 
parishes were in the area where steel workers reside. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that doesn’t seem to me to be a de¬ 
finition of what his parish is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us what is your par; sh. 

Mr. Rose: I am asking it the way he used it. 

The Witness: Well, in my previous testimony here this 
afternoon, I said that steel workers reside, not in my par¬ 
ish, but in the neighborhood of my parish, do you s<be? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Oh, is that— A. And I said in i;he 
neighborhood of my parish. Now, I wouldn’t want to in- 
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elude as my parish all of the, all of the Westmont area, be¬ 
cause other ministers would accuse me then of steal- 

8012 ing their members, do you see, that isn’t all of my 
parish up there, but— 

Q. Well, can you tell us— A. But, I meant by my answer 
to the question that there are steel workers residing in 
that general Westmont area. 

Q. Well, could you tell us what you meant by parish? A. 
The word, “parish” would mean the neighborhood sur¬ 
rounding one’s church in which his members live. 

Q. Well, do any steel workers belong to vour church? A. 
Yes. 

Q. About how many, can you tell us ? A. No, I could not 
tell you, I don’t have them classified and I don’t have a 
church roll here, I wouldn’t know, I wouldn’t even be able 
to make a guess as to just how many there are. 

Q. Could you tell us the total membership of your church, 
if you know? A. It is approximately 600 members. 

Q. And what class of people generally make up that 
membership? By class I mean whether they are business 
people, or professional people, or steel workers. A. Well, 
they represent just a cross-section of the people. There 
are professional people and business people and laboring 
people and retired people. 

Q. Would you say that most of them are business 

8013 people? A. Well, really I don't know, I would have 
to take my list and go over it and check them one by 

one before I would dare to say that a majority of my mem¬ 
bers are in business. 

Q. Can you give us the names of several steel workers 
who are members of your church? 

Mr. Moore: It doesn’t seem to me that it is material. 
I suspect that it is probably true, when the word “member” 
is used, that you would find many women who are members 
as well as men. I don’t know whether it includes the family 
or those who have actually become connected with the 
church through confession of faith, or— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you mean before when 
you said there were approximately 600? 

Does that include the families? 

The Witness: No, that includes only those who are ac¬ 
tually enrolled members of the church. 

Mr. Rose: May we have the last question read, please? 
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(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I object to it on the ground it is immaterial. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Oh, I would much prefer not to give I you 
those names, because as a minister, if you pick out certain 
names and mention them in any public way and lj^ave 


8014 


ame 
to 


out the names of others who would fall in the s 
category, naturally those other people are goin 
wonder, well, why didn’t he think of me, so I have go|t to 
keep in the good graces of my people. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I won’t compel you to 
suffer that embarrassment. Go ahead to the next ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I will withdraw* the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Does your church have a Boardj of 
Trustees ? A. Yes. 

Q. Is Mr. Evans a member of the Board of Trustees? 
A. He is. 

Q. And by Mr. Evans, do you understand me to mean 
Mr. Sidney D. Evans who is employed by the Bethleh|em 
Steel Company? A. I do. 

Q. Is he an officer of the Board of Trustees ? A. Yes,I he 
is the president of the Board of Trustees. 

Q. Was he the president of the Board of Trustees 
June, 1937 ? A. Yes. 

Q. Is he president now? A. He is. 

Q. Is your salary as a pastor fixed by the Board 
8015 Trustees of your church? A. No, my salary is fixj 
by action of the congregation. 

Q. What do you mean by that ? A. Well, I mean by vote 
of the vrhole congregation upon my being called to t|he 
church, they determine the amount of salary w T hich I shkll 
be paid. 

Q. Does the Board of your church make any recommenda¬ 
tion with respect to salary? A. Well, I can’t say as to that, 
I have never had my salary raised. 

Q. Where w r as your church before you came to the West¬ 
mont Presbyterian Church ? A. In Scranton, Pennsylvania. 

Q. Does your church have an address? I mean a strejet 
number? 

Mr. Moore: You mean— 


m 


of 
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The Witness: You mean- 

Mr. Moore:—his present church? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, the church itself. 

The Witness: Yes, it does have. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Could you give it to us, please? A. I 
think it is 601 Luzerne Street, it at least is at the corner 
of Luzerne and Sixth. 

Q. Is Westmont considered the most exclusive residential 
area in greater Johnstown? 

8016 Mr. Moore: Oh, I think I object to that, I don’t 
know what it means, it implies that there is an ex¬ 
clusive district or area in Johnstown, and that there is a 
comparison between exclusiveness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, will you read that 
back? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let him answer. 

The Witness: Why, I would much prefer not to answer 
that, because the people in Southmont and Moxliam, and 
the other boroughs are certainly going to take exception to 
it, if I point out my own section of the city as being the 
most exclusive. 

8017 Q. Well, would you call it one of the exclusive 
residential sections ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I object to it, Mr. Examiner, it calls 
for a conclusion, anyway. We have no guide as to what is 
exclusive and what isn’t exclusive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, may I make this observa¬ 
tion: I think 1 made the same observation this morning, 
that I permitted this witness to give a lot of conclusions, 
let him say lots of things, his own reactions to things on 
direct examination and I see no particular reason why I 
should restrict him on cross-examination so far as conclu¬ 
sions are concerned. 

Mr. Moore: 1 am not trying to restrict him, I would like 
to have the question fair so that the witness will know 
what you are talking about. What is exclusive to one 
man may not be exclusive to another. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I mean as human beings 
speak of exclusive sections, I understand that this man 
would understand it that way. 
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Mr. Rose: I am trying to make the question fair, ^.s a 
matter of fact, I have withdrawn such questions as |Mr. 
Stanton felt might embarrass him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I should think the witness could 
answer the question. If he can’t answer it— 

8018 The Witness: May I have the question again? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: I certainly don’t understand what this 
word “exclusive” means. Any one can move in there who 
wants to, no one is excluded from moving into Westmont 
and living there, it is a very pleasant residential sect: on, 
it is a very healthful residential section, but as far as it 
being an exclusive section, why, I wouldn’t say that it is. 
No one is barred from living in Westmont. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is there any business there? A A 
little, it is almost purely residential. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Sidney D. Evans, and I refer to the 
same Mr. Evans we were talking about before? A. Well, 
I know him personally. 

Q. Very well? A. I know him personally. 

Q. Do you visit his home? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know where he lives? A. Yes. 

Q. What is the address? A. It is on Wayne Avenu<j, I 
can’t give you the number. 

Q. Is it near your home? A. Well, that is— 

8019 Mr. Moore: May we find out what you mean by 
“near”? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How far is Mr. Evans’ home from 
your home ? A. It is two blocks away. 

Q. Have you visited Mr. Evans very often? A. Well, I 
don’t know what you mean by “often”. I call on all of the 
people in my parish, you see, and I don’t go there, I doii’t 
know how often I do go, I suppose that as a member of Jny 
parish that he complains that I don’t come often enough.| 

Q. Mr. Moore showed you a list of names in connection 
with questions he asked you this morning; will you please 
look at that list again and tell us whether any of the nanjes 
on that list are those of members of your church? 
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(The document was passed to the witness.) 

A. Yes, I find that certain ones of them are members of 
my church. 

Q. Would you call off which of those people mentioned on 
the list are members of your church? A. I find of the 87 
names here, eleven of them are members of my church 
whose names are as follows: 

Mr. Rose: I move that be stricken, Mr. Examiner, 

8020 the list is in the record, I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't know—go ahead. 
The Witness: Of the S7 names— 

Mr. Moore: May I know— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He moved to strike it, go ahead. 
The Witness: Of the 87 names submitted to me, I find 
that eleven of them are members of my church whose names 
are as follows: 

Thomas R. J-o-h-n-s. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you spell them, please? 

The Witness: J-o-h-n-s. Ralph E. H-o-u-g-h; Sidney D. 
E-v-a-n-s; Francis A. D-u-n-n. 

Mr. Shawe: How do you spell that? 

The Witness: D-u-n-n; Homer M. C-r-o-s-s-e-t-t. 

Mr. Shawe: How do you spell that? 

The Witness: C-r-o-s-s-e-t-t; Gordon R. Baer, B-a-e-r; 
Frank E. Howells, H-o-w-e-l-l-s; William H. B-e-n-n-e-t-t; 
Edwin W. T-r-e-x-l-e-r; Jerry F. W-i-l-b-u-r; William C. 
F-r-a-n-k. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether all the men you 
have named reside in Westmont? A. No, I do not know 
that. 

Q. Do you know whether they reside in the Greater 
Johnstown area? A. I think that they do. 

8021 Q. Did you understand my question? A. Yes. 

Q. I am only referring to those that you have 
named. A. Yes. 

Q. Now, will you look at this list again, please, and will 

you call off the names of those people whom you know and 

who mav not be members of vour church? 

* » 

Mr. Moore: What is the question, Mr. Examiner, “may 
not be”, is this a further challenge of the honor of this 
man? 
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Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, this is no challenge, I am (just 
seeking information from this man. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that, challenge? 

Mr. Moore: It seems to me this is little short of ridjicu- 
lous, what is the purpose of all of this? I object to it on [the 
ground it is not pertinent. What is the purpose; does jhis 
mean that this man is improperly influenced by the mem¬ 
bers whose names he has given, bv the members of his 
church? Is that what it is all for? I don’t know, I object 
to it on the ground that it is irrelevant. I am waiting to 
find out its relevancy. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter read the pending question as above 
8022 set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the list is in the ifec- 
ord, Mr. Rose, he has called off the names of those w r ho ^re 
now— 

Mr. Rose: Well, I just wanted to know whether he krjew 
any of those people who were not members of his churcfy 

Mr. Moore: Well, then, that is not the question. 




Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I didn’t so understand the 
question. 

Mr. Rose: I will strike the previous question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you will. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know any of those people nanied 
on that list who are not members of your church A. Yjes, 
I know two or three of them on the list. 

Q. Would you mind—will you please give us their names? 
A. It is pretty difficult a question, too, because it depends 
upon what we mean by “know”. I have met some of th4se 
men, do you know— 

8023 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Yes. Well, tell us those you hafve 
met. A. Well, I recognize the name of Mr. Roberts 
as being the man that I have met on several occasions. 

Mr. Shawe: What arc his initials? 

The Witness: E. L. Roberts. And, I am acquainted with 
Mr. Ellicott, C. R. Ellieott, that is— 

Q. (By Mi*. Rose) Do you know the occupation of Thomjas 
R. Johns you mentioned? A. I know he is connected }n 
some way with the part, or the corporation that mines the 
coal, that the steel mills use. Now that is terribly vagije, 
that is about as close as I can come to it. 
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Q. Do you know whether that is the Bethlehem Mine Cor¬ 
poration or some similar name? A. I don’t think that is the 
name. 

Q. Do you know whether it is a company connected with 
the Bethlehem Steel Corporation in any way? A. I don’t 
know whether it is connected or not, I really don’t know 
what the tie-up there is, if there is any. 

Q. Do you know what the occupation of Ralph E. Hough 
is? A. Yes, Mr. Hough is the assistant manager of the 
Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q. And what is Mr. Evans’ occupation, Sidney D. Evans, 
do you know? A. Mr. Evans is the management’s 

8024 representative, I think,— I don’t know, I can’t give 
you these technical— 

Q. I am just asking you—A. Technical names, I assume 
all of them arc connected with the Steel Company, but for 
you to ask me what their position is, I can’t truthfully tell, 
because they— 

Q. Well— A. —they have certain technical official titles 
there that I am just not in any position to know what they 
are. 

Q. Well, do you mean that all the men whose names you 
have given as members of your congregation are employed 
by the Bethlehem Steel Company at this plant? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I don't think he means anything of the 
sort, he said that he don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: He clearly testified that Mr. Johns is not, and 
maybe there are others that are employed by other com¬ 
panies. He hasn’t said anything of the sort, and further 
than that, I don’t see the relevancy. What is the purpose 
of it? Suppose that he said that Mr. Johns was the presi¬ 
dent of the United States Steel Corporation, would it make 
any difference, would his testimony make him so? What is 
the bearing? It isn’t cross examination. 

8025 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, on direct examina¬ 
tion— 

Mr. Moore: It is no more than testing his knowledge of 
irrelevant matters, on irrelevant matters, I don’t see that 
it has any bearing on the case. 
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Mr. Rose: Oh, I think it has an important bearing on the 
issues. This man has been asked many questions about jhis 
state of mind. I think we are entitled to inquire further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: May I have the question ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand that? 

The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Mr. Moore: It clearly, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I said, “rephrase the question.” 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I am sorry. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Are the men whom you have named jas 
members of your congregation, other than Mr. Johns em¬ 
ployed by the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. He hasn’t named any mem¬ 
bers as members of his congregation, lie has named some 
members of the church. 

8026 Mr. Rose: I will change the word “congregation” 
to “church.” 

The Witness: What was the question again? 

Mr. Rose: Will you read the question please, then? 


(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as aboye 
set forth.) 

The Witness: I think that they are. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether they hold su¬ 
pervisory positions? A. Of that I am not sure. 

Q. What is Mr. Ellicott’s position with the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? I mean, C. R. Ellicott. A. Mr. Ellicott is 
the general manager of the Cambria Plant of the Bethlehe^m 
Steel Company. 

Q. Can you tell us which of the members of your church 
that you have named, employed by the Bethlehem Steel 
Company, hold supervisory positions? 

Mr. Rose: And, for his convenience, if there is no objec¬ 
tion, I will show him the list that he named. 


Mr. Moore: Well, let me see the list. 

(At this point Mr. Rose handed Mr. Moore a list.) 
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Mr. Moore: Now, may I have the question read? I think 
it is objectionable, because it assumes a state of facts not 
in evidence. The witness has not testified, as I understood 
the question, that these men were employed by Beth- 

8027 lehem Steel Company. He simply thought they were. 

Trial Examiner: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the pending question as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained as to the form of the 
question. 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t hear your ruling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I sustained the objection as to 
the form of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Other than Mr. Johns, do you know 
whether any of the men whom you have named as members 
of your church hold supervisory positions with the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company? A. Yes, 1 have indicated that Mr. 
Hough does. 

Q. Yes, Can you name the others, if any? 

Mr. Moore: Why, I think the question has been answered, 
hasn’t it, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, are there any others that 
you know of? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t—if you will excuse me—I don’t know’, 
it seems to me that we ought to find out wrhat w r e mean by, 
“supervisory capacity”, for instance, Mr. Evans, he stated 
w’hat he thought Mr. Evans’ w*ork w’as. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s find out. What 

8028 do you mean by a supervisory official? 

Mr. Rose: Well, direct— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, not you, I mean the witness. 
In answering the question, he has to have something defi¬ 
nite in mind. 

The Witness: I presume it means one of the men who are 
employed in a supervisory capacity in the mill. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think we are back w’here 
we started from. 

Let me ask you— 

The Witness: They have all the technical terms for their 
employees over there, I don’t know’ whether they are su¬ 
pervisory or w’hat they are. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s get at it this 
way: I think you previously said that you had made 
some distinction between men who worked with their hahds 
and men who did not, is that correct? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall that? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would any of the men 
worked with their hands be supervisors? 

The Witness: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, they could be but— 

Mr. Moore: I don’t see how he can answer that, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They could be, but I mean in t 
man’s estimation, do you classify persons who work with 
their hands in any instance as supervisors? 

Mr. Moore: What do you mean, ‘‘work with ycjur 
hands”? I work with my hands. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Manual labor. 

The Witness: I said manual labor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, do any of the men w| 
do manual labor fit in your classification as supervisors? 

The Witness: I wouldn’t say so. 

8030 Trial Examiner Bloom: You wouldn’t say so? 

The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you know what a fore¬ 
man is ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you classify a foreman 
at any time or in any event as a supervisor? 

The Witness: I think there is a distinction between 
foreman and a supervisor, I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, could a foreman be in 
supervisory capacity? 

The Witness: I would think so. 

Mr. Moore: Is that fair, “could he be”? Is it quite rigl^t, 
is the question quite right? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this is this man’s opinion, 
obviously those are not facts. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, but does it further us in any way in ask¬ 
ing “could he be”? 


ho 


a 


a 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: We want to find out what this 
man thinks about these things, he is talking about them, we 
want some idea of what he means. He is talking about steel 
workers. Now, maybe he is classifying Mr. Grace as a 
steel worker, I don’t know. 

Mr. Moore: Isn’t it what he is, instead of what he 

8031 could be? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is important what this 
man thinks— 

Mr. Moore: Well, your question is, “What could he be”? 
I can be a steel worker, but I am not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right, you could be. 

The Witness: The question, Mr. Examiner, is whether or 
not these persons indicated here are supervisors? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

The Witness: And my answer is, I don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know what positions those men 
you have named other than Mr. Johns, Mr. Hough and Mr. 
Evans occupy, or hold with the company? A. Xo, I really 
do not know. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think I should—all right, let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) With reference to the list of 87 names, 
does it contain the names of people who do not reside in 
Greater Johnstown? 

Mr. Moore: Well, just a moment, let’s see if there are any 
such. 

Mr. Rose: That is a— 

Mr. Moore: Let’s find if there are S7. 

Mr. Rose: That is what the witness said, I understood 
him to say 87. Was that right ? 

8032 The Witness: There may be 88 or 89. 

Mr. Moore: I make it 88. Can we have the ques¬ 
tion? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I think the question has already been an¬ 
swered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Didn’t you ask him that before? 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think so, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: I am very sure that he answered the question 
before. 
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Mr. Rose: Not that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well I may be wrong, go al^ead, 
answer it again: Do you know if it contains the names of the 
persons who do not reside in Greater Johnstown? 

The Witness: Yes, I recognize the names of two persons 
whom I am sure do not reside in Greater Johnstown. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Are there others on that list? A. 'that 
I don’t know, I don’t recognize the names. The name Mr. 
Grace and Mr. Schwab, I know that they don’t live 

8033 here. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Grace? A. No, I don’t know 

him. 

Q. Did you ever meet him? A. No, I never met him. 

Q. Whose home were you visiting Friday night, June 
11th, 1937 A. I was visiting at the home of Walton Hoff¬ 
man. 

Q. Who is he? 

Mr. Moore: What is the question? 

Mr. Rose: Who is he? 

Mr. Moore: What do you mean by that? 

The Witness: He is— 

Mr. Rose: I mean, is he a business man in town or ulhat 
his occupation is, if you know? 

The Witness: He is a young man living in Westmont ^nd 
I think he has a job with the Steel Company, but I can’t Itell 
you for the life of me what he does. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How do you spell that name? A. 
H-o-f-f-m-a-n, I think, or it may be H-o-f-m-a-n-n, I am pot 
quite certain. 

Q. Did you visit Mr. Evans on June 10th, 1937? A^. I 
can’t recall that I did. 

Q. About when prior to June 11th, 1937 did you hear that 
there was going to be a strike, if you did hear such informa¬ 
tion? A. I feel certain that I read that in the paper 

8034 on that day. 

Q. What day do you mean? 

Mr. Moore: Well the day, I assume, or the date, I assuriie, 
Mr. Examiner, in order that it is a fair question—he men¬ 
tioned June 11th— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then counsel used June 10|th, 
the witness may have been confused. 

The Witness: Yes, I am sorry. 



4152 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Mr. Rose: That is why I asked that question. 

The Witness: No, I think that my first knowledge that 
there was going to be a strike, I probably got from the 
newspaper on June 11th. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) On the night of June 11th, when you 
came out of Mr. Hoffman’s house was there any reason why 
you thought there had been an explosion at the mill? 

Mr. Moore: May I have the question repeated? 

(The reporter read the pending question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, is there any 
reason whv he thought there had been, there isn’t anv evi- 
deuce in the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you testify that when you 
came out of the house of Mr. Hoffman on the night of June 
lltli you saw a light in the sky? 

5035 Mr. Moore: May I have the first part of that ques¬ 
tion? 

(The reporter read the pending question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Yes, I so testified. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you testify that you said to the 
man in the house, “That it looks as though they were try¬ 
ing to blow up the mill”? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think that is objectionable, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, on cross examination, I don’t remember, if it is so 
it is so. The witness testified, I don’t think it is a fair 
question to ask him if he did testify, if he wants to tell him 
he testified to that effect and that it is the truth and then 
ask a question based upon it, I have no objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I assume that is what coun¬ 
sel has in mind. 

Do you recall making that statement, substantially some 
such statement? 

The Witness: Well, not in those exact words, I don’t 
think I used those words. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, do you recall what you did say to 
Mr. Hoffman when you saw the light in the sky? A. Yes, I 
said to Mr. Hoffman, “The strike has been called 

5036 in the mills tonight,” and both of us having heard 
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this explosion and seeing the light, I said to him, “It 
looks as though they may be blowing up the mills.” I said 
it half humorously. 

Q. Well, why did you say that? A. Because of this light 
which I had seen and the explosion which I had heard. 

Q. Well, why did you think the light indicated blowing 
up of the mills ? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I think that is objectionable, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, they have repeatedly objected to my statements, or 
objected to conclusions, and the objections to conclusions 
have been sustained. 

Mr. Rose: This witness testified to a great many reasons 
asked by Mr. Moore. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think he has told us why 
he thought so, he saw the light and he heard the noise and 
remarked on it. 

Go ahead on to something else. j 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Have you visited the home of Mr. 
Ralph E. Hough, the Assistant Manager at the Cambria 
Plant? A. Do you mean ever? 

Q. Yes, ever? A. Yes, I have. 

Q. During the month of June, 1937, did you visit 
8037 the home of Mr. Evans? A. Well, that I wouldn’t 
know. 

Q. You mean you don’t recall? A. No, I don’t recall. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not you visited the home of 
Mr. Hough during the month of June, 1937? A. I don’t re¬ 
call that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a recess at thjs 
time. 

(Whereupon a short recess was taken, after which tqe 
following proceedings were had.) I 


Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, gentlemen. You may 
proceed. 

8038 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Have you visited the home of 
Mr. Ellicott? A. Xo, I have never visited his home. 
Q. Has Mr. Evans ever visited at your home? A. Oh, yes, 
he has been at my home. 

Q. Frequently? A. Well, I wouldn’t sav frequently. 

Q. Did he visit your home during the month of Juncj, 
1937 ? A. Oh, I feel certain that he did not. 
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Q. Why do you fool certain of that ? A. Because he comes 
so infrequently, I would almost remember. 

Q. Did he visit your home during the month of May, 
1937? A. I feel certain that he didn’t visit niv home that 
month. 

Q. Did Mr. Hough visit your home during June, 1937? 
Mr. Moore: May I ask, Mr. Examiner, what the purpose 
of all this is? I object to it as being irrelevant. Is there 
anything improper about one man visiting another man’s 
home? What is the pertinency of it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How does this affect the pro¬ 
ceedings ? 

8039 Mr. Rose: Why, I think it concerns this man’s 
state of mind. We have had considerable testimony 

along this line. 

Mr. Moore: Does that mean that the Board is challenging 
the honor of this man here because others visited him? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I don’t think that is necessary at all. 
Mr. Moore: How far is the Board going to go, if that 
is it? 

Mr. Rose: I am not challenging anybody’s honor. 

Mr. Moore: Well, then, certainly it has no relevancy 
whatever. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I can see it may have some 
bearing, I don’t know how great, of possibly bias, preju¬ 
dice. Don’t take too much time on it, Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose: May we have an answer to the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I can’t recall that Mr. Hough has ever 
visited at my home. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And Saturday morning, June 12th, I 
think you testified, you visited the Gautier Gate, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. That is right. 

8040 Q. Do you recall about how many men you spoke 
to, if you did speak to any there? A. I testified that 

I did speak to men there. 

Q. Yes, could you tell us—A. And— 

Q.—approximately how many you spoke to? A.—I may 
have spoken to approximately a dozen or fifteen men. 

Q. And were you at that same gate that Saturday night? 
A. Yes. 
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Q. And did you talk to steel workers, again at that ga 
A. That night? 

Q. That night. A. Yes, yes. 

Q. And, about how many did you speak to that night? 
Probably about the same number, maybe four, I think that 
would be a very conservative estimate as to the numbeij I 
spoke to. I don’t know—I know I didn’t keep count of tjie 
number. 

8041 Q. 'Well, I just wanted an approximation of wh|at 
your best estimate of the number of men you spo 
to—A. No. 

Q. Will you say that your best estimate was about thirt 
so far as you recall? 

Mr. Moore: I think he has answered the question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that last question. 




(Thereupon the reporter read the pending question qs 
above set forth) 

Mr. Moore: His previous statement was: about the same 
number, he thought, perhaps more. He can’t recall ex¬ 
actly, or something to- that effect. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if he can give us a 
amount, a number, go ahead. 

Can you give us an approximate number, Reverend? 

The Witness: You see, 1 was down there three times. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think counsel is now asking yo\\ 
about— | 

The Witness: Just on the one day? 

Trial Examiner Bloom:—Saturday night. 


Mr. Rose: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That one night. 

The Witness: Oh, I doubt if I spoke to thirty tha:; 
8042 night. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, can you give us a number, 
approximately? A. Yes, I would say maybe, well, maybe a 
dozen men. 

Q. Do you have any knowledge as to the number of men 
that were employed in the Cambria Plant of the Bethleheni 
Steel Company about June 10th, 1937? 
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Mr. Moore: May I ask the relevancy, Mr. Examiner? It 
doesn’t seem to me there is any use of having the man 
guess. 

As I said before, I don’t see that it has any material 
bearing upon the case; secondly, it wouldn’t make any 
difference whatever, the number this witness says. 

Mr. Rose: Well, we are certainly entitled to know what 
this man’s idea is on that subject. 

Mr. Moore: What difference, what does it have to do with 
it, if you want to know the number of employees— 

Mr. Rose: I think it is very material. 

Mr. Moore:—subpoena the witness and find out. There is 
no need of having this man guess. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course all the testimony 
of this man revolves largely around the state of mind that 
he had in June. Considerable of his acts were motivated by 
the things that he believed and various ideas that he 

8043 had. 

Mr. Moore: Well, what does the number of men have 
to do with it? If it is one thousand more or less, would it 
make any difference with his ideas? 

8044 Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sure I don’t know. 

Mr. Rose: I want to get his idea. 

Mr. Moore: I mean, I don’t see any relevancy to it, I ob¬ 
ject to it on that ground, it is irrelevant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. Repeat 
the question. 

(The reporter read the pending question, as follows: 

“Q. Do you have any knowledge as to the number of men 
that were employed in the Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company about June 10, 1937”?) 

Mr. Moore: I object to it on the further ground that he 
hasn’t any knowledge as to that— 

The Witness: No, I don’t have any definite knowledge as 
to the number that were employed that month. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you ever read in any news¬ 
paper about how many men were employed in the Cambria 
Plant prior to June 11, 1937? A. I can’t recall that I did. 

Q. Do you recall ever stating that there were 15,000 men 
employed in that plant, approximately 15,000 men? A. You 
mean prior to June? 
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Q. Prior to June 11th, 1937? A. Prior to the strike—I 
can’t recall that I read such a statement. 

8045 Q. Do you recall stating in a radio speech that |ap- 
proximately 15,000 men were employed in the Cam¬ 
bria Plant? 

Mr. Moore: Will you state when? 

Mr. Rose: About June 11, 1937. 

Mr. Moore: Well, about, before or after? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above bet 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: The previous question, Mr. Examiner, wjas, 
as I understood it, before June 11th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I will withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall stating in any speech that 
prior to June 11, 1937, there were approximately 15,000 
men employed in the Cambria Plant? A. Yes, I thinly I 
made that statement in a radio speech. 

Q. Well, upon what—A. The thing I probably did was 
check before I made the radio speech, do you see, but the 
previous question you asked me was that if I had knowled 
prior to June 11th as to how many men were employed 
there, and I did not have that knowledge. When I made 
the radio speech I probably checked to try and get 

8046 as much specific information as I could for the pur¬ 
pose of the speech. 

Mr. Moore: May we have about the date of the rac.io 
speech so that we will know what we are talking about? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall the approximate date of 
the speech ? A. I don’t have that date, I think I could get 
it. 

Q. Well, how did you obtain the information, do you re¬ 
call ? A. I am not absolutely sure how I did, I suspect that 
I called one of the men connected with the mill to find oht 
that number, figure. 

Q. Well, who would you call to find out that figure? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I object to that, “Who would y^u 
call”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained as to the form of the 
question. 


to 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Whom did you call to find out that fig¬ 
ure? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I object to that, he hasn’t said that he 
did— 

Mr. Rose: Well, he said he probably did. 

Mr. Moore: He said he suspected. 

S047 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, can you tell us what 
else you might have suspected along that line, in 
other words, carry your suspects along. 

The Witness: I don’t know, positively, who I called, I 
must have checked before making the address with some 
one to try and find out that figure, but for me to recall now 
who I checked with, T can’t tell you. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I believe you testified that on Sunday 
afternoon, June 13th, vou telephoned certain people. A. 
Yes. 

Q. Is that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, who was the first you called? A. I called four or 
five men and I can’t tell you the order in which I called 
them. 

Q. Did you call Mayor Shields that day, do you recall? 
A. Yes, and I think the Mayor was the first one I called. 

Q. Well, don’t you know, don’t you recall whether he was 
the first one or not ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, he has just answered it, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Mr. Rose: He said he thinks. 

Mr. Moore: He didn’t recall which one he called 
8048 first, but he thought he called the Mayor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec¬ 
tion. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you have any more definite recollec¬ 
tion than thinking that you called the Mayor first? A. I 
wouldn’t be absolutely sure that I called the Mayor first, 
but I suspect that I did, but I don’t know. 

Q. Will you name the other men you called, please? A. 
Yes, I called the Mayor and Mr. James Foster and Mr. S. 
H. Heckman and Mr. Francis C. Martin, and I wasn’t sure 
about one other man. 

Q. Did you call Carl Geis? A. And Carl Geis, I think I 
called him. 




BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


159 


Q. Is Mr. Foster a member of the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce in Johnstown? A. I think that he is. 

Q. Was he in the month of June, 1937? A. Well, I wpuld 
guess that he was. 

Q. Was Mr. Martin a member of the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce in June, 1937? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, Mr. Examiner, I don’t se<^ the 
relevancy of it, it has nothing to do with the Chamber of 
Commerce, entirely irrelevant, immaterial and incompe¬ 
tent. 

S04.9 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, I feel certain that Mr. Martin 

was. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was he an officer of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce? 

Mr. Moore: Referring to the present time? 

Mr. Rose: I said “was” during the month of June, lj)37. 

The Witness: Yes, to the best of my knowledge he Was 
the president of the Chamber of Commerce in that mojith. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is he still president of the Charrjber 
of Commerce so far as you know? A. They have had an 
election recently and I am not quite certain as to whether 
or not he is still the president. 

Q. In the month of June, 1937, was Mr. S. II. Heckman 
a member of the Chamber of Commerce? 

Mr. Moore: I assume, Mr. Examiner, I have an objec¬ 
tion noted to all this line of testimony? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you wish it, you may have it 
noted. 

Mr. Moore: I wish it. 

The Witness: I feel certain that he was. 


Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was Mr. Carl Geis in June, 
8050 1937, a member of the Chamber of Commerce? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, if it is desired to have 
a list of the Chamber of Commerce and its officers, why not 
produce it? Why have this witness guess about it? As I 
have said before in other connections, it won’t make a dif¬ 
ference in the facts, the facts are as they are and why 
should we lumber up this record with having the witness 
guess about the numbers, produce the list and we will 4eal 
with that. 
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Mr. Rose: I think we are entitled to know whether this 
man knows these men were members of the Chamber of 
Commerce. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t see the pertinency in his knowledge, 
is this a test of knowledge? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh go ahead, I will let him 
answer. 

The Witness: Well, I think that the majority of 

8051 business men of Johnstown are members of the 
Chamber of Commerce and since these men whom I 

called are among the leading business men of Johnstown, 
I am assuming that they arc members of the Chamber of 
Commerce or were then. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you, do you know’ whether 
Carl Geis is a member of the Chamber of Commerce? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, have we got to have it over 
again? 

lie told us why he has answered as he has, his assump¬ 
tion is based upon a reasoning that the business men are. 
Now t , to pick out someone, doesn’t change the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead, let’s answer 
this one. 

Do you know whether Carl Geis is or not? 

The Witness: I think Mr. Geis is the vice-president of 
the Chamber of Commerce and yet I may be mistaken. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Were you ever on any committee of 
the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. No, I have not 
been. 

Q. Weren’t you— A. Oh, I w’ant to take that back. I 
may be on one. I have never served on a committee and 
they have all of the members, I think, on one committee 
or another, and I think that I was notified a year or 

8052 so ago that I had been placed on some committee of 
the Chamber of Commerce; and for the life of me I 

couldn’t tell you now’ w’hat one it was. I have never at¬ 
tended a committee meeting and T positively don’t know 
wrhat committee they put me on. 

Q. Were you a member of the Johnstowm Chamber of 
Commerce— A. Yes, I am a member. 

Q. Were you in June, 1937? A. In June, 1937, that 
w’ould be last June. Yes. 

Q. How’ long have you been a member of the Chamber of 
Commerce? A. Well, I can’t tell you that. It has been 
more than a year, I think. 
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Q. Weren’t you on a committee to get members for the 
Chamber of Commerce sometime in January of 1937? A. 
Well, I was the chairman of the membership campaign t}iat 
they had that spring, and as to the month, I would have| 
check on that to be certain when it was. 

Q. Well, could you tell us approximately when it wis ? 
A. Well, it vras sometime during that spring of 1937. 
may have been January or February, or, even the 1st 
March, but I am not certain as to the month when we t| 
that campaign. 

Q. Have you attended the meetings of the JohnstoVn 
Chamber of Commerce? A. Yes, I was at their in- 

8053 nual meeting, which was held last fall. 

Q. Approximately what month? A. I think t)he 
meeting was held in September. 

Q. Did you take an active part in the membership drive 
held in the spring of 1937? A. Yes, I was chairman of it. 

Q. Did you obtain members at that time for the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce? A. No, I actually didn’t get any mem¬ 
bers myself, I didn’t go out for the solicitation of mem¬ 
bers, I only headed up the drive as chairman. 

Q. Who else w r as on that committee, do you recall? 
Well, I had a team of maybe fifty or sixty men who we 
working in that membership campaign, and at the moment, 
I can’t name many of the men, T don’t know as I can—me 
of the—many of the men at least, of the business men 
Johnstown, were engaged in the campaign with me. 

Q. Well, can you name some of the men that were on 
committee? 

Mr. Moore: Well now, you have referred to a comm 
tee, and the witness hasn’t said anything about a coijn- 
mittee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What committee are you talk¬ 
ing about, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Membership Committee. 

The Witness: It wasn’t really that. 

8054 Mr. Moore: He hasn’t said it was any membelr- 
ship committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, what kind of a committee was 
it? A. Well, it was the, I think they have a membership 
committee there which is a prominent committee, of whiejh 
I am not a member, and then, for the purpose of the canji- 
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paign, I was asked to serve as the chairman and was per¬ 
mitted to pick my own workers for the campaign, and I had 
fifty or sixty men who were cooperating with me, and as to 
who the team captains were, I am not sure I can tell who 
they were now. I think that Mr. Custer was one, Mr. A. 
M. Custer. 

Q. Is that the Mr. Custer you mentioned in your direct 
testimony? A. Yes. 

Q. Anyone else? A. Yes, I recall that the Rev. D. E. 
Sheets was one of my captains. 

Q. Was Mr. Lawrence Campbell on that committee? A. 
Xo, Mr. Campbell is the executive secretary of the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce, and he was not serving on the member¬ 
ship drive. 

Mr. Moore: Xow, may I have the answer stricken and 
the question stricken, because Mr. Rose insists, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, in calling it a committee, when Mr. Stanton has 
taken care to say that it wasn’t a committee. 

8053 Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you call it a committee? I 
don’t recall. A. I didn’t intend to, it really is not a com¬ 
mittee. 

Q. Well, what would you call it? A. Well, it was the 
temporary campaign organization. 

Q. Was Mr. Lawrence Campbell a member of that tem¬ 
porary campaign organization? A. Xo, I don’t think that 
he was, except that he would have been actively engaged in 
the campaign by virtue of his office as the executive sec¬ 
retary of the Chamber of Commerce. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say would have been. Do 
you mean he was, or— 

The Witness: What I mean is that I don’t think that he 
was ever chosen officially as a member of that campaign 
organization, but he participated in it by virtue of his of¬ 
fice, you see. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you, as chairman of that 
temporary campaign organization, take an active part in 
its work? A. Yes, not the actual solicitation of members, 
but presiding over the meetings and various other duties, 
which would have been incident to that temporary position 
which I held. 

8056 Q. Now, on that Sunday afternoon, June 13th, can 
you tell us why you called the particular men you 
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have named, other than Mayor Shields, why did you call 
these particular men. 7 A. Well, because they represent 
civic-minded citizens of our city here. I might have called 
half a dozen or a dozen others. I know’ all of those i|nen, 
and so I happened to call those particular ones, j 

8057 Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Rose: "What w r as your answer to that question, I am 
not certain? 

Mr. Moore: Let the answer speak for itself. 

Mr. Rose: Well, he said he didn’t have it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t think w r e should have twro 
answers to the same question in the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The man answered the ques¬ 
tion. Do you w T ant to ask him a different question? Go 
ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What was the purpose of that meet¬ 
ing, Mr. Stanton? 

Mr. Moore: What meeting? 

Mr. Rose: I refer to the meeting on Sunday afternoon, 
June 13th. 

Mr. Moore: Where? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He is only—he has only told 
us about one meeting. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is all very true, but I don’t knbw, 
I want to make sure he is talking about the meeting abj)ut 
which the witness testified. 

Mr. Rose: Yes, of course, the meeting at the Fort Stan- 
wix Hotel. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why don’t you tell the 

8058 witness just what you are talking about. They wrere 
having meetings in there every day for ten days. 

Mr. Rose: I mentioned the date, I previously asked him 
about the people he invited. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not fix it easy, you t^lk 
about the meeting at the Fort Stanwux and give him the 
time, and from there on it is easy. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What w’as the purpose of the meet¬ 
ing Sunday afternoon, June 13th, 1937, at the Fort Stan- 
wix Hotel ? A. The purpose w T as this, I had read about the 
violence that they had had in strikes out at Massillon, Ohio, 
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and Warren, Ohio, Lansing, Michigan, Monroe, Michigan, 
Indiana Harbor and having read about the violence at all 
these various places throughout the country where they are 
having steel strikes, and then having observed our strike 
here as it was developing on the picket line, on Friday 
night and Saturday morning and Saturday night, when I 
had gone down there, as I have previously testified, and 
having talked with men there on the picket line, as I pre¬ 
viously testified, I decided on Sunday afternoon that I 
would call together a small group of men and discuss infor¬ 
mally this strike which was developing in our own city, per¬ 
haps share with them what some of these men had told me. 

Q. Well, weren’t you planning on that day to talk 
S059 to the Governor? A. Yes, after I called the Mayor 
I learned that the Governor was to be here. 

Q. What steps did you take to see the Governor on that 

dav? A. I asked the Mavor if he would tell the Governor 

* • 

that there would be a small group of men meeting there at 
the hotel that afternoon and if we could have a brief con¬ 
ference with the Governor. 

Q. Well, did you do anything yourself while at the hotel 
toward seeing the Governor? A. No, I relied upon the 
Mayor to make the conference with the Governor possible. 

Q. How long did that meeting last, do you recall? A. I 
think it lasted somewhat more than an hour, maybe an hour 
and a half. 

Q. Had you invited any steel workers to that meeting? 
A. No. 

Q. I believe you stated that Mr. Evans and Mr. Hough 
came into that meeting, is that correct? 

Mr. Moore: No, I object, Mr. Examiner, there is no such 
evidence in the record. 

The Witness: I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) Did Mr. Evans come to that 
8060 meeting? A. Yes, he did. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott come to that meeting? A. 

Yes. 

Q. Did they tell you they had seen the Governor? A. I 
think they did. 

Q. What else did they tell you? A. Well, they— 

Mr. Moore: There isn’t any evidence that they told him 
anything else, Mr. Examiner, as far as I remember. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the direct testimony] in¬ 
dicates that there was something else said. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t remember anything of 
sort. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I— 

Mr. Rose: Well, I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What did Mr. Evans and Mr. Elli- 
cott say, if anything, about their visit with the Governor! 
A. They said that the Governor had left the hotel an^l I 
knew by that that we, that it was not going to be possible 
for us to see him. 

Q. Well, did you ask them what the Governor had 

8061 said to them? A. I can’t recall that I did. 

Q. Did they tell you what the Governor had 
to them? A. I don’t think they did. I recognized the 
that this conference which they were having with the 
ernor was a private conference on the part of these s 
officials and the Governor and I would not have asked t 
what the Governor said or what they said to the Gove 

Q. Well, wffiat did you mean by a private conference I 
don’t quite understand you, that day? A. Well, I mean in 
what I have just said now—you mean in what I have just 
said now? 

Q. That’s right. A. I see, well, I assume now, and did 
then, that this "was not a public conference which the Gov¬ 
ernor was holding that day. Doubtless, there were certain 
persons invited to meet with him there, but it was not open 
to the public and therefore being in the nature of a privkte 
conference I did not try to probe into it and find out what 
was said on the part of either party. 

Q. Well, what made you think there was something pri¬ 
vate about it, anything? A. No, I assumed it was a privite 
conference, but I don’t know what was said or anything 
about it. 

Q. Well, weren’t you interested in knowing what 

8062 the Governor had said? A. Yes, I was interested 
but I wouldn’t have gone so far as to try and dig Out 

of those men what they said to him or what he said to them, 
if they wanted to have told me voluntarily I would have 
been very happy to have known what the Governor of the 
State said on this occasion, but since they didn’t volunteer 
that information to me I certainly did not start to inquire 
of them what was said. 
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Q. Well, did you ask them whether this meeting was con¬ 
fidential? A. No, I didn’t ask them. 

Q. Did you ask them whether they could tell you what 
the Governor had said to them? A. No, I didn’t ask them 
that, I never ask people private questions of that nature. 

Q. Did you invite Mr. Evans to this meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. And by “this meeting” of course you understand me 
to mean the one at the Fort Stanwix Hotel? A. The one at 
the Fort Stanwix Hotel at that hour. 

Q. Was the room used by this meeting that Sunday af¬ 
ternoon at the Fort Stanwix Hotel paid for—if you don’t 
understand my question, please tell me. A. Well, I am 
afraid I don’t understand the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

8063 Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, who rendered the rules 
for the Sunday afternoon meeting? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Moore: Nothing— 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did the hotel ask anyone to pay for 

the use of that room, Sunday afternoon? A. No, I asked 

for the room and tiie hotel did not ask me to pay for it. We 

onlv had it a short time. It was a small room and once in 
* 

a while the hotel will let you have a room to sit in for a little 
while for a purely informal conference such as that one 
was. 

Q. When for the first time did the Citizens’ Committee 
discuss raising of funds? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t remember any evidence in the rec¬ 
ord that they discussed the raising of funds. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think your question would 
probably be more accurate if you said, “When did the 
Citizens’ Committee participate in any discussion having 
to do with the raising of funds?” 

Mr. Rose: I understood they spoke about financing the 
publicity campaign. 

Mr. Moore: I think that is right, Mr. Examiner. I don’t 
think there is anything in the record at all that the 
S064 Citizens’ Committee, as such, discussed funds, the 
raising of funds. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was Mr. McEldowney 
chairman of? 
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Mr. Moore: That was not a meeting of the Citizeps’ 
Committee, as I remember it, the members of the Citizens’ 
Committee, but he testified as to a very much smaller num¬ 
ber. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was the raising of funds ever cfis- 
cussed at a meeting of the Citizens’ Committee? A. Well, 
1 have testified that at a certain meeting at which members, 
certain members of the Citizens’ Committee attended, it 
was brought out that, if we engaged in this advertising that 
we proposed to do, that money would be required. 

Q. When was that? A. And, I think that that was the 
first time that that, of course it was the first time that that 
was ever brought up, because before that night, we hadn’t 
anticipated that we were going to do any advertising or 
would need any money. 

Q. Well, when was that discussion with members of t]he 
Citizens’ Committee, do you recall? A. Well, it wasrk’t 
really a discussion. I think that Mr. Martin, who 
8065 was presiding at this meeting at the Country Club, 
of which I testified, said that it doubtless would pe 
necessary, if we were going to do any advertising, to have 
some money to do it with, and that lie had appointed Mr. 
McEldownev as the local chairman to raise whatever money 
he could among the people locally. 

Q. When was that meeting at the Country Club? You 
mean the Sunnehanna Country Club? A. Yes. 

Q. When was that meeting, do you recall? A. Well, tlie 
meeting at which, you see there was more than one meeting 
there, and the meeting at which Mr. McEldownev accepted 
that assignment to raise money among the citizens of 
Johnstown locally, and I think that that was the meetin 
that he was going to do so, to raise as much as he coul^ 
here, and— 

Q. Well, when was Mr. McEldownev appointed? A. 
think that was the meeting which was held on Monday eve¬ 
ning. 

Q. What date? A. The 20th of June. 

Q. T show you Board’s Exhibit 47-A in evidence anjl 
Exhibit 48-A in evidence and ask you whether you sa'sjsr 
copies of those advertisements during the month of Jun<j, 
1937? A. Yes, I feel certain that I did in the paper, I mu^t 
have seen them. 
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8066 Q. Do you know who placed those advertisements 
in the newspapers? A. No, I do not. 

Q. Do you know who wrote them? A. No, I do not know 
that. 

Q. Did you ever inquire as to who placed them in the 
newspapers? A. No. You see, I was not a member of the 
original executive committee. 

Q. I understand that. Do you know who paid for those 
advertisements? A. No, I do not. 

Q. Did you ever inquire as to who paid for those adver¬ 
tisements? A. I can’t recall that I did. 

Q. You mean by that, that you didn’t? A. I, I can’t re¬ 
call that I ever inquired as to who paid for them. 

Q. Did you ever ask Mr. Campbell whether, who put 
those advertisements in the newspapers? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, Mr. Examiner, this is the third time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is that? 

Mr. Moore: That is the third time, I say that is the 
third time he asked him if he ever inquired of anyone. He 
said he didn’t remember he did. Now, he asked him 
S067 if he ever inquired of Mr. Campbell. I suppose Mr. 
Campbell is someone. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I suppose anyone means 
anyone. 

The Witness: Well, you see I was not a member of that 
original executive committee. I saw these ads in the paper. 
I assumed that the Citizens’ Committee had paid for them, 
but was never in a meeting where the wherewithal for put¬ 
ting these ads in was ever discussed, and never tried to find 
out who paid for them. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, weren’t vou interested? A. 
Well, I don’t— 

Mr. Moore: Interested in what, please, Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Rose: In finding out who paid for those advertise¬ 
ments. 

The Witness: Oh, I wouldn’t want to say that I was or 
wasn’t. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You mean you vrere just indifferent 
about it? A. I saw the advertisements in the paper and 
thought that they were well written, and all of that, but I 
couldn’t tell you at this moment how the money was ever 
raised to pay for these particular advertisements that were 
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put in the paper. I assume that the Citizens ’ Committee 
did it in one way or another. 

8068 Q. Now, with reference to the meeting held "Wed¬ 
nesday night, I believe you have testified that there 
was a meeting Wednesday night— 

Mr. Moore: Which Wednesday night? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What Wednesday, please? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) June 16th? A. Yes, that is right. 

Q. About what time did you arrive at that meeting? ~ A. 
At about 8:30. 

Q. And who was at that meeting? A. Mr. A. M. Custer, 
and Mr. Francis C. Martin, Mr. Lawrence Campbell, and 
Rabbi Granowitz. 

Q. Were you there before Rabbi Granowitz? A. N^>, I 
think that Rabbi Granowitz was there when I arrived. 

Q. Are you sure of that? A. I wouldn’t be absolutely 
sure of it. 

Mr. Moore: Sure of what, that he thinks or sure that 
Rabbi Granowitz was there? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the previous ques¬ 
tion and answer? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last questions and 
answers as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is there any— 

Mr. Moore: Well now, just a moment, let’s see 
S069 what the question leads to. It is ambiguous. As the 
witness stands now, he is in an ambiguous situation, 
almost a foolish situation, that he didn’t think, which] of 
course he doesn’t mean. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Reverend, would you be g^od 
enough to straighten these lawyers out—all of them? 

The Witness: Well, Mr. Rose has asked me if I was th 
before Rabbi Granowitz arrived, and I had intended 
reply that I think that Rabbi Granowitz was there when 
I arrived, but I wouldn’t be absolutely sure of that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: Shall we drop it there? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I hope so. Go ahead, pleajse. 

Mr. Rose: I thought that was what he meant in the fi 
place. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is fine, everybody) is 
in agreement. Now, we can go on to something else. 
8070 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was there any discussion at 


ere 

to 


rst 



4170 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

that meeting about the program for the Thursday night 
meeting at the Central High School? A. Yes, I have 
previously testified that Rabbi Granowitz at that meeting 
protested the fact that Represenative Hoffman was being 
invited to the city to address this mass meeting which I un¬ 
derstood that night the Citizens’ Committee was planning 
to have. 

Q. Did Rabbi Granowitz say why he objected to Repre¬ 
sentative Hoffman speaking at the meeting? A. Yes, 1 
think that he did. 

Q. What did he say? A. Well, now, I think that he ob¬ 
jected to Representative Hoffman’s speaking at the meet¬ 
ing for the same reason that I rather felt that he wasn’t the 
ideal person to address this assemblage. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, can you— 

The Witness: That is that he, that in the speeches which 
Representative Hoffman had made and of which there had 
been a public report in magazines and newspapers, he 
seemed to be talking about Communism mostlv and its con- 
nection with the C. I. 0. 

Q. Well, do you recall what Rabbi Granowitz said at that 
meeting? A. Well, I couldn’t recall his exact words, 
8071 in substance he said that he did not think that Rep¬ 
resentative Hoffman was the man that we should 
have to address this mass meeting. 

Q. Did you make any objection at that meeting to Rep¬ 
resentative Hoffman? 

Mr. Moore: You mean—what meeting? 

Mr. Rose: The meeting Wednesday night. 

Mr. Moore: And what do you mean by objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I think that I said more or less casually 
that I wasn’t sure that he was the best man that we could 
have gotten. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you object to Representa¬ 
tive Hoffman speaking? 

Mr. Moore: I object, Mr. Examiner, what does he mean 
by objecting to it, he stated what he said, if that is an ob¬ 
jection, why, let the Board draw its own conclusions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you say anything else? 

The Witness: I don’t think that I said anything further 
than that about it. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was there any discussion at that 
meeting about tickets for the Central High School meet|ing 
to be held the following Thursday night, June l(Tth 

8072 Mr. Moore: I don’t believe that there is anything 
in the record about tickets. 

Mr. Rose: That is why I am asking. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, T think the form of the 
question does not imply that anything has been said up to 
this point. Read that to make sure. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) j 

Mr. Moore: It contains an implication that there wejre 
tickets. | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not necessarily. He may an¬ 
swer. 

The Witness: I can’t recall that there was. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know who invited Representa¬ 
tive Hoffman to speak at the Thursday night meeting? A. 
No, I don’t know that. I 

Q. Were there any tickets for the Thursday night meet¬ 
ing? | 

Mr. Moore: You mean tickets for admission? Ticket)* 

for admission? I 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean admission tickets? 

Mr. Rose: Admission tickets. 

The Witness: I can’t tell you whether or not there was. 

I would not have needed one myself because I was more or 
less tied up with this thing and judged they would 

8073 have let me in, and 1 had nothing whatever to do with 
getting out tickets and I don’t believe I saw a ticket 

if they were used. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether a man by the 
name of George Sokolskv had been considered as a speaker 
for the Thursday night meeting? A. Yes, I recall that his 
name was mentioned on that Wednesday night meeting. 

Q. And will you tell us what was said with reference to | 
George Sokolskv? A. When I first learned that they were 
having this mass meeting, which was that same night, why, 

I inquired who they planned to have address it and I feel 
certain that Mr. Martin said that they had had two or three 
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men under consideration, one of whom was George Sokol- 
sky. I feel sure, and that another one was this .Representa¬ 
tive Hoffman whom they had been able to get. 

Q. Was the name of Mr. Andrews mentioned at that 
meeting as a speaker ? 

Mr. Moore: What Mr. Andrews? 

Mr. Rose: For the Thursday night meeting. 

Mr. Moore: What Mr. Andrews, please? 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Hiram Andrews. 

The Witness: 1 don't believe so, I don’t recall that we 
went into the details of the meeting, because we were 
S074 not really the planning committee. 

Q. What committee was it? A. Well, it wasn’t a 
committee, it was a small group of men that Mr. Campbell 
had invited to come down there that night. We were inter¬ 
ested persons and yet we were not an official committee. 

Q. Well, what was the purpose of the meeting, do- you 
know? A. I think that I testified that when Mr. Campbell 
asked me if I would come to the meeting, that I asked him 
what the purpose of it was to be and he informed me that I 
would come down to his office, that I would then find out 
what the purpose of it was and since Rabbi Granowitz and 
I are both engaged in the same profession, I judge that Mr. 
Campbell thought that I would be a good man perhaps to sit 
in on this little conference which they were going to have 
there because of the fact that the Rabbi had taken exception 
to certain things that had been done by the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee. 

Q. Wasn’t there any talk at all about the Thursday night 
meeting that was to he held? 

Mr. Moore: May T have that question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please, 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above 
8075 set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know what that means. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) At the meeting on Wednesday night. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he has already told us 
about some things. 

Mr. Moore: He has been talking about it for the last fif¬ 
teen or twenty minutes. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) At the meeting on Wednesday nigtyt, 
June 16th, was there any further discussion other than what 
you have noted about the meeting that was to be held on 
Thursday, in the Central High School? 

Mr. Moore: I think he has answered it, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this question says, “Was 
there anything further”? 

The Witness: Yes, I think there was, as I recall, some¬ 
thing was said about the meeting having been scheduled 
originally for Friday night and then the date had been 
changed to Thursday night, and that was brought out, but 
previously to this meeting at this little informal conference 
on Wednesday night 1 had not heard of the mass meeting 
at all, and that is all that I recall, all the discussions that I 
recall we had that night about the Thursday night meet¬ 
ing. 

S076 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did any one at the Wednesday 
night meeting ask whether there was to be discussio 1 
from the floor at the Thursday night meeting; do you un¬ 
derstand me? A. Yes, I can’t recall that that was brought 
up. 

Q. Did any one present at the Wednesday night meeting 
say there would be no- discussion at the meeting to be held 
on Thursday night? A. I feel sure that that was not said 
while I was there. You understand that I had a meeting 
before that and came late. They were there before I ar¬ 
rived, and what was said before I came, of course, “ 
wouldn’t know. 

Q. You mean now you are sure that you were the last om> 
to arrive at the Wednesday night meeting? A. I know thai; 
two or three of the men were there when I came in, but ]’ 
have testified that I am not quite certain about Rabbi Gran- 
owitz, but I am certain Mr. Martin, Mr. Custer, and Mr 
Campbell were there when I came in. 

Q. Going back to the meeting held Monday night, June 
14th, at the Elks Club, did the meeting that night commend 
Sheriff Boyle for his performance of official duties in Cam¬ 
bria County? A. I feel certain that it did not while I was 
there I also had to leave that meeting early, but I 
8077 can’t recall that the Sheriff’s name was brought up 
during my presence at the meeting. 
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Q. Do you recall whether Governor Earle’s name was 
mentioned at the meeting.’ A. That I don’t recall. 

Q. Do you recall whether at that meeting Governor Earle 
was commended for the steps that he had taken to protect 
life and property in Johnstown ? A. Well, in that— 

Mr. Moore: May I have the question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the pending question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, 1 object to the question, 
he has previously answered it with an all-inclusive answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the previous answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, just a moment. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I direct your attention to Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 100 for Identification, which is a copy of the 
Johnstown Democrat of Monday, June 15, 1937, and direct 
your attention to the back page, the sixth and seventh 
S07S columns at the bottom of the sixth column and at the 
top of the seventh. 

(Respondents’ Exhibit Xo. 100 for Identification was 
passed to the witness.) 

Mr. Moore: Are you offering it in evidence? 

Mr. Rose: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And ask you whether or not that re¬ 
freshes your recollection as to whether at the Monday night 
meeting at the Elks Club Sheriff Boyle was commended for 
the performance of his official duties? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t think the question is a fair one, 
the witness said that he did not stay through and he does 
not recollect anything about it whatever, he certainly can’t 
show him something that was reported to have taken place 
that evening without you showing it took place before he 
left during the evening. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if it recalls anything to 
him, he can tell us, if it doesn’t why, he will tell us also. He 
may answer. 
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Thc "Witness: I am very certain that that action was 
taken, if it was taken as reported here in the paper, after I 
left the meeting. I have no- recollection at all that the G<pv- 
ernor’s name and the Sheriff’s name was brought up duri 
the time of my presence at the meeting. 

8079 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, does it refresh your rec 
lection as to whether or not the meeting on Mondjay 

night commended Governor Earle for steps he had taken 
to protect life and property in Johnstown? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

8080 Q. (By Mr. Rose) I think you testified that you 
and several others were shown a draft of the i ‘We 

Protest ” ad. Is that correct ? A. Yes. 

Q. Who showed yo-u the draft of that ad? A. Mr. 
Thornley, Mr. George Thornley. 

Q. And who was present at the time? A. Well, the meih- 
bers, I think all of the members of the Executive Commit¬ 
tee of the Citizens’ Committee. 

Q. Could you name them, please? A. That would have 
been Mr. Francis C. Martin and Mr. George Fiig, and Mr. 
S. H. Heckman, and Mr. Carl Geis, and Lawrence Camp¬ 
bell, and besides those persons, I recall that Mr. Thornley 
was there, of course, Mr. John Price Jones, and Mr. Ket- 
cham, Mr. George Kctcham, and then certain men who had 
come up with Mr. Ketcham from Pittsburgh, who were 
members of his firm or connected with his firm there iji 
some way, I think that one or two- of those men were ther^, 
and possibly one or two men from Mr. Jones’ firm in New 
York, besides Mr. Thornley, but I couldn’t tell you wh^t 
their names were. 

Q. Well, where were you and these other men you 
80S1 have named at the time? A. We were at the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce office. 

Q. And did you and the other men you have named look 
over the “We Protest” ad? A. Well, Mr. Thornley first 
held it up, the draft of it, and then he passed it around ti> 
those who wanted to examine it more carefully, and I recall 
that I took it in my hands and read it. Some of them did 
and some of them didn’t. 

Q. Well, did the Executive Committee approve of that 
advertisement? A. With— 
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Q. After the changes suggested by Mr. Heckman? A. 
Yes, yes, that is right, with one or two changes. 

Q. And after the changes suggested by Mr. Heckman had 
been made, did you approve of it? A. Well, I didn’t have 
the right to vote on that, but the Executive Committee did 
vote that they go ahead. 

Q. Well, after the changes suggested by Mr. Heckman, 
did you approve of the advertisement? 

Mr. Moore: He has just answered the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said that he didn’t have the 
right to vote. 

Mr. Rose: I still don’t know whether or not he ap¬ 
proved it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh— 

Mr. Moore: Well, define what you mean by “ap- 
8082 proval”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean whether he 
liked it or would have approved it if he had had the 
power? 

Mr. Rose: Certainly. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you think that the “We Protest” 
advertisement stated the situation in Johnstown as you 
saw it ? 

Mr. Moore: I wonder if that is a fair question ? I don’t 
know, I haven't had the advertisement, it might have been 
proper to show it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

Mr. Moore: —to Mr. Stanton. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Show him the ad. Do you re¬ 
call the number of that, Mr. Moore? Is it SI ? 

Mr. Moore: I— 

Mr. Broun: I am looking now, I have forgotten. 

Mr. Rose: I think it is in the seventies. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In the seventies? 

Mr. Rose: I have it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, he has it, he has it, 

I sav. 

•* 

Mr. Rose: I have it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, what was the question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 
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Mr. Moore: So Mr. Stanton can have the question 

8083 in mind while lie is reading the advertisement. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Well, just what does that question mdan? 
Where does, 44 When you saw it”, what does that modify? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Correct it, rephrase that, will 
you please? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) At the time you were shown— 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, are you reading that, Mr. Stan¬ 
ton? 

The Witness: Why, I haven’t finished reading it yet. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let him finish reading it. 

Mr. Rose: Well, read it first. 

The Witness: I have finished reading this. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, at the time you were shown the 
draft of that advertisement and after the changes were 
made, as suggested by Mr. Heckman, did you approve of 
the advertisement personally? 

Mr. Moore: Why, he has already answered the question. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think so. You asked that he be shown 
the ad. 

Mr. Moore: No, no, he has answered it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, he previously said 

8084 he approved of it. That is my recollection. Am I 
correct? 

Mr. Moore: What you said was something to the effect, 
you asked the question, if you had been in a position to ap¬ 
prove it, would you have done it, something of that sort.| 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Moore: And he said yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, does that advertisement “We 
Protest”, Board’s Exhibit 72, correctly reflect the situation 
in Johnstown during the strike as you saw it? 

Mr. Moore: I object to the question, Mr. Examiner, as 
being meaningless. I will read you why,—“We appeal for 
funds to aid us in our defense of the right to work.” Dj>es 
that set forth the conditions in Johnstown at that time? It 
is a perfectly meaningless question. I will read you an¬ 
other, if you will look at the last one in the middle of ;he 
page, middle column, “After his proclamation, after his 
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open insult to the citizens and local authorities of Johns¬ 
town, the Governor was able to persuade John L. Lewis to 
issue orders countermanding the invasion of Johnstown by 
40,000 miners.” Does that set forth the condition of affairs 
in Johnstown at that time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Mr. Rose: I will withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I believe you testified that on 
8083 Tuesday, June loth, 1937, you were told that the rate 
of operations were building up steadily. 

Mr. Moore: May 1 have the page, please? 

Mr. Rose: 11827. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who told you that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait just a moment. Do you 
have that, Mr. Moore? At the top, right at the top of 
the page? Do you get the question now? 

The Witness: May I have that again? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

The Witness: Well, that was general information that 
was known throughout the city, because, you see, Major 
Adams had come here with his troops at that time and the 
situation became somewhat better, and it was generally 
known that the rate was building up, and that more men 
were constantly getting back into the mills to their work. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, do you mean that you weren’t 
told that, that you read it some place? A. Oh, everyone in 
the city was talking these things over, you see. It was the 
common topic of conversation around the streets of the 
city, and there may have been,—so many people were in¬ 
quiring about whether or not the men were going through 
the picket lines and to their work, and whether or not the 
mills were dropping off in their production or build- 
8086 ing up in their production, and so, such information 
was available almost to anyone. 

Q. Did you ever attempt to get such information at that 
time from the company? A. Well, I can’t recall that I did 
that particular day. 

Q. At any time during the month of June, 1937? A. Oh, 
yes, I am sure that that week, I, when I say I am sure, I 
feel that it is probable that I may have seen Mr. Evans at 
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church, or after church, and that he probably told me | what 
the status was in the mill. ] 

Q. Well, don't you remember whether or not he diji tell 
you? A. On that day, Tuesday? j 

Q. No, at any time during the month of June? A. I tecall 
that Mr. Evans at the Monday night meeting said thait the 
mills were being kept open, were going to be kept open. 

Q. Subsequent to that time, do you recall whether or not 
Mr. Evans told you anything concerning the rate of opera¬ 
tions at the plant? A. Well, I am sorry, I can’t tie i|p at 
the moment whether or not he did. We were talking 'with 
so many people about so many things that he may have 
told me approximately what the rate of operations was 
there on Tuesday, and yet, I am sorry that I cannot 

8087 tell you definitely and as a fact, whether or not he 
was the one who informed me what the rate of oper¬ 
ations was. 

8088 Q. Do you recall having asked him for such infor¬ 
mation at any time during the strike after June l^th? 

Mr. Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner, that has just lj)een 
answered. i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that last question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above) set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) During the month of June, 1937, how 
many trips did you make to Pittsburgh in connection with 
the work of the Citizens’ Committee? A. I made just the 
one trip. 

Q. When was that? A. Of which I have previously testi¬ 
fied. 

Q. Approximately when was that? A. Well, that was on 
Tuesday, the 22nd of June. 

Q. And how long did you remain in Pittsburgh? A. Un¬ 
til after lunch the following noon. 

Q. I believe you stated, said, on your direct examina¬ 
tion, that you stayed—stayed that night at a home at Mt. 
Lebanon, was that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. Whose home was that? A. That was the home]of 
a man by the name of Robert Pearce, that is a relative 
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8089 of Mrs. Stanton’s, a brother-in-law of Mrs. Stan¬ 
ton’s. 

Q. Do you know Earnest T. Weir? A. Xo, I don’t know 
him. 

Q. Did you ever meet him ? A. Yes. 

Q. Where? A. I met him, I was introduced to him at the 
Duquesne Club on that Wednesday of which we are speak¬ 
ing. 

Q. Do you recall what you said to him, if anything? A. 
Well, I think that Mr. Weir asked me how things were in 
Johnstown and that I told him they did not look so good, 
that is about all. 

Q. Did Mr. Weir say anything else to you? A. I don’t 
recall that he did, I only met him very casually as he was 
coming into the club. 

Q. Do you know where Mr. Weir’s office is in Pitts¬ 
burgh? A. Xo, I do not. 

Q. Do you know whether he has an office in Pittsburgh? 
A. I judge that he has, because I understand that his home 
is there. 

Q. Did you have any further conversations with Mr. 
Weir at any time during the months of June or July, 19.37? 

Mr. Moore: I think that he has answered it, Mr. 

8090 Examiner. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think I asked him that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he said he met him only 
once. Well, did you ever have any further talk with him? 

The Witness: Xo, I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you contribute any money to the 
Johnstown Citizens Committee? A. Xo, I am sorrv to sav 
I didn’t have any money to spare just at that time, 1 was 
giving my time to it. 

Q. You did not contribute any money? A. Xo. 

Q. Is that correct ? A. Yes, that’s right. 

Q. Were you an officer of the Citizens’ National Commit¬ 
tee? A. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, I have not 
examined the witness with reference to the Citizens’ Xa- 
tional Committee. 

Mr. Rose: Oh, I think that this bears— 

Mr. Moore: It is quite irrelevant, immaterial and in¬ 
competent. 
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Mr. Rose: This bears on his mental attitude very di¬ 
rectly. 

8091 Mr. Moore: Well, I certainly did not ask him any 
questions about it, it goes way beyond the scope of 

the direct examination. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think there was a complete examina¬ 
tion of this man’s mental attitude on the direct case. 

Mr. Moore: I also insist that it is entirely irrelevant, 
immaterial and incompetent. Xo connection has been 
shown between the respondents and the Citizens’ National 
Committee any more than any other, certainly none | with 
the National Movement, and also I think that the record 
shows that there was no movement made with reference 
to the organization of it until July 15th, as I remember the 
date. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think the date has any bearing Mr. 
Examiner. 

Mr. Moore: Why, I think, Mr. Examiner, it makes a 
great difference, how can something that happened in July 
have a bearing on his mental attitude in June? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think it might be evidence of his men¬ 
tal attitude in June, certainly we have gone into and fjmnd 
out what papers he reads. 1 think we are entitled to l|:now 
what the man’s activities are. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think his activities in ^Julv 

8092 or February, 1938, have anything to do with what his 
mental attitude was in June. 

Mr. Rose: It wasn’t in 1938 that I am inquiring about. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: What was that question again? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

Mr. Moore: I think he answered it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did he? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What office did you hold? A. I was 
the temporary chairman of it. 

Q. Did you contribute any money to the Citizens’ Na¬ 
tional Committee? 
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Mr. Moore: May it be understood, Mr. Examiner, that 
I have an objection to this line? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, you mean without the 
necessity of repeating it each time? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

The Witness: No, again I was making a certain contri¬ 
bution of time and having some little expense incident to 
it and therefore I did not make a contribution of 
8093 money to it. 

Q. Weren’t you reimbursed for expenses? A. 
Yes, but not entirely. 

Q. Did any one suggest that you go to Pittsburgh to see 
Mr. Ketchum? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, I don’t think there is anything 
in the record to show that he did go to Pittsburgh to see 
Mr. Ketchum, he has accounted fully for how he happened 
to go to Pittsburgh. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, ask him how 
he did go to Pittsburgh; I don’t recall, I think the testi¬ 
mony was that he went to Pittsburgh and met Ketchum. 
Suppose you find out. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) Did you say that you made the trip 
to Pittsburgh on June 20th, was that correct? 

Mr. Moore: No. 

Mr. Rose: I am asking the witness, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: Was it June 22nd? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When did you go to Pitts¬ 
burgh? 

The Witness: The 22nd of June. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And with whom did you go, if you 
went with any one? A. With Mr. Waters and Mr. John 
Price Jones. 

Q. And who suggested that you make the trip to 
S094 Pittsburgh? A. Mr. Waters. 

Q. Who? A. Mr. Waters. 

8095 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did anyone suggest that you 
and Mr. Waters see Mr. Ketcham while you were in 
Pittsburgh ? A. That was—yes, Mr. Jones,— 

Q. What did he say? A. —as I understood it, knew of 
this Ketcham firm as being an advertising firm there. 
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Q. Well, what did he say? A. And so, Mr. Jones said 
that if we were going to do this advertising over the rjadio, 
that there was a firm in Pittsburgh that was here oij the 
field, as it were, understood more about this local area than 
he did, he had more, and it would be easier for him to hajndle 
the radio end of it than he would, being a New York firm. 

Q. Well, did you make any inquiries as to who Mr. ket- 
eham was? A. Yes, Mr. Jones explained to Mr. Watersjand 
I that it was a well-known and recognized advertising and 
publicity firm there— 

Q. Did you? A. In Pittsburgh. 

Q. Did you inquire of anyone else? A. No, my only Rea¬ 
son for going down there was that they felt that if jMr. 
Ketcham, or whatever firm they were going to see, wanted 
any first-hand information about what happened in the sub¬ 
sequent few days in Johnstown, that probabl^ I 
8096 would be able to give it. 

Q. Did you ask whether he did any work for ^ny 
steel companies in Pennsylvania? A. Mr. Ketcham? 

Q. Yes. A. No, I did not ask him. 

Q. Did you ask whether he did any work for any stfeel 
companies in any other parts of the country? A. No. 

Q. Did you know that he handled publicity for the Na¬ 
tional Steel Corporation? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, there is nothing anywhere'in 
the record to show that he handles any publicity for tjhe 
National Steel Corporation. It is entirely immaterial if 
he does. 

Mr. Rose: I believe Mr. Ketcham so testified. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t remember any such thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T will rule on it tomorrow morn¬ 
ing at 9:30. | 

(Whereupon, at 5:25 o’clock p. m., January 31, 1938, tl|e 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o’clock a. m., February 
1938.) 
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8100 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170”. 

R-177 

Tlie Auditorium, Central High School, Johnstown, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Tuesday, February 1, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom( Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. Y.), Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

8101 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Rev. John H. Stanton resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the Respondents, and having been pre¬ 
viously duly sworn, testified further as follows: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There was a pending question 
as to whether or not this witness knew if Mr. Ketchum was 
the advertising, or did the publicity work for the National 
Steel Corporation; objection to the question on the ground 
of immateriality. Sustained. Proceed, Mr. Rose. 

Cross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, going back to Monday, June 
14th, you recall that you testified you invited certain men 
by telephone to the meeting to be held at the Elks Club? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Did you telephone to and invite over the telephone 
any steel worker to that meeting? A. No, I don't think that 
I did. I testified that I invited pastors. 

Q. I understand your testimony, Mr. Stanton. Where 
were you immediately prior to the time that you went 
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8102 to the meeting of the Elks Club Monday night, 
June 14th, do you recall? A. Yes, I went directly to 

the Elks Club from my home. 

Q. Did you go to the meeting alone? A. Yes, I wenf to 
it alone. 

Q. Do you know whether there were any steel workers 
at the meeting at the Elks Club Monday night, June 14th? 
A. No, I do not know whether there were or not. 

Q. I believe you testified—if I am not correct, plcjase 
correct me—that the resolution that was passed by the 
meeting held Thursday night, June 17th, at the Central 
High School was given to you—I mean a copy of that reso¬ 
lution. Is that correct? 

8103 Mr. Moore: I don’t think he testified to that ef¬ 
fect, sir. 

Mr. Rose: Well now, I was asking the witness, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I understand that, but you asked to 
be corrected. 

Mr. Rose: I asked the witness to correct me if I w|as 


wrong. 


Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, Mr. Rose knows per¬ 
fectly well what lie did and agreed that the copy of the reso¬ 
lution that was produced here yesterday morning was not 
to go into evidence because there was apparently doubt 
about it and the witness stated that he got one copy yester¬ 
day morning over the telephone. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this pending question, 
however, relates to something else, not, as I understand jt, 
—read the last question. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the pending question as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well, I testified, I believe, Mr. Rose, 
that I thought I had a copy of the resolution, as I thought 
I had the newspaper clipping, which contained it, but upon 
trying to find it, I didn’t find it and then proceeded 
8104 to try and get it to produce it in evidence, as I have 
been instructed to do. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) Well, is it your testimony now that 
you did not receive a copy of that resolution? A. Well, 
no, I wouldn't say that I did not receive a copy of the reso- 
lution, I thought that I had a copy of the resolution, which 
I had taken from the newspaper. 

Q. Well, can you tell us whether or not on the day fol¬ 
lowing the meeting at the Central High School, a copy of 
the resolution was turned over to you? A. Oh, no, it was 
not. 

Q. Do you recall being asked this question and making 
this answer, Mr. Stanton— 

Mr. Moore: What page, please? 

Mr. Rose: 11S46. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) “Do you have any copy of the reso¬ 
lution or was one given to you that night, so that you could 
produce what you know was the resolution. Ans. Yes, 
I think I do have it, because it was turned over to me the 
next day, but I haven’t referred to it and don’t have it 
here, it is in the newspapers of the following day, I am 
sure of that.” 

Do you recall being asked that question and making that 
answer, Mr. Stanton? A. Yes, I recall being asked 
8105 the question and my answer there was that it was in 
the newspapers the following day and I thought that 
I had it. 

Q. Well, wasn’t your answer that the copy of the resolu¬ 
tion was turned over to you the next day? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Rose, if I may inter¬ 
rupt, what the witness’ answer was we have in the record. 
If we are going to read back the witness’ questions and an¬ 
swers, the record is going to become awfully long. 

Mr. Moore: I think the witness should be given an op¬ 
portunity to explain, if he is not satisfied as the record now 
stands. It seems to me that it is clear enough that he was 
referring to the newspaper statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, he can have all the op¬ 
portunity—I merely commented on the practice of reading 
back to a witness testimony that was previously given. I 
think he can ask him questions about it, but to ask the 
witness whether he said something that he did say, inas¬ 
much as it is in the record, I mean, it merely tends to pile 
up the record. 
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810G Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) Mr. Stanton, do you wish to 
change the answer to the question I read to you! 

Mr. Moore: Well, let’s have the question read ag^iin, 
please, and have the witness state whether it is correct or 
not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am going to, as I have 
just indicated, I am not going to have questions read back 
to witnesses and their previous answers read back to thqm. 
If a witness, after being familiar with what his testimony 
is, wants to make any correction or add to his testimony! or 
give an explanation, he is perfectly at liberty to do so. j 

Mr. Moore: Yes, but the position we are in, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, is this: The witness was asked to testify here two days 
and he was asked, “Is your testimony correct?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, not at all. 

Mr. Moore: If that question is going to stand— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no question about 
whether his testimony is correct, I heard no such question. 

Mr. Moore: But the question was, “Do you want the an¬ 
swer to that question to stand?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That question was witli- 
8107 drawn. 

Mr. Moore: No, I don’t understand the previous 
question was withdrawn. 

Mr. Rose: Would you read the last question, please? 

Mr. Moore: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, we ought 
to have some way of tying up these reporters so that one 
won’t run away with the record, and we have a question 
in the record that isn’t answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as I understand it, the 
reporters are turning out copy rather rapidly, if one takes 
too much of the testimony, then it would be impossible to 
turn it out. 

Mr. Moore: But one could wait until the next questio|n 
is asked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this is also true, that ifo 
most proceedings testimony isn’t read back as much as it 
has been read back in this proceeding, and we certainly 
can’t blame the reporters for that. Go ahead with another 
question, straighten out this particular thing, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Stanton, do you wish to make any 
change in the testimony you gave that a copy of the resolu- 
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tion that was passed at the Central High School meeting 
was turned over to you the day after the meeting? 

8108 Mr. Moore: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, unless 
the record shows that he said that, that is my very 

object in asking that the question and answer be read. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, the record does show that I 
just read the question and answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, do you question the 
fact that he did say that ? 

Mr. Moore: I do, I wouldn’t know, I haven’t the testi¬ 
mony. 

Mr. Rose: I am sorry, I thought you had a copy of the 
testimony there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom:! I thought Mr. Broun was re¬ 
ferring to the testimony, I am sorry, or I would have made 
my copy available. 

Mr. Moore: No, we don’t have that here, I don’t think 
that the interpretation to be put upon that answer by Mr. 
Stanton is that, I don’t think that was the interpretation 
put upon that answer by Mr. Stanton. He says, “It was 
in the newspapers of the following day, I am sure of that,” 
and it was the newspaper that he thought he had. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, if I can understand lan¬ 
guage at all, this is what I think it means. Of course, what 
I think it means isn't controlling on any one, nevertheless 
I do have my ideas on the subject. 

8109 Here is the answer: “Yes, I think I do have it be¬ 
cause—” 

Mr. Moore: Now that is the present tense. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is no use trying to 
get anything here, go ahead, Mi*. Rose. If I can’t even 
finish a statement that I want to make why, there is no use 
a rguing. 

Mr. Moore: I thought you had finished, you read the 
first sentence, “Yes, I thought—’’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s not discuss it any¬ 
more, Mr. Moore, I did not read the first sentence, I read 
up to the point where there was a comma as I understand 
you had it in front of you and were probably following it as 
I was reading. 

Mr. Moore: But you dropped your voice and I thought 
you had finished. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose: May I have the last question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I merely want to make one fur¬ 
ther comment, Mr. Moore: On direct examination of tjhis 
witness he was given not only unlimited latitude lj)ut 
Board’s counsel did not make, on the whole, over fifteen Ob¬ 
jections in two or three days of testimony and the objec¬ 
tions that were made were practically entirely overruled 
and it just seems to me that out of courtesy yjou 

8110 might accord Board’s counsel a similar amount of 
latitude. These questions aren’t particularly diffi¬ 
cult, they are not trying to confuse the witness, as it 
strikes me. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know why you caiji’t 
permit them at least on cross examination as much latitude 
and as much courtesy as you were extended. 

Mr. Moore: Well, in the first place I think you gave me 
no more latitude and gave the witness no more latitude 
than under the rules I was entitled to. 

Secondly if there is anything to me that is outrageous 
in an examination of a witness is to tell a witness he said 
something on cross examination, or on examination, rather, 
when he didn’t say it. I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I quite agree with you. 

Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner, there was no such thiij 
occurred. 

Mr. Moore: Let me finish. 

Mr. Rose: I am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I notice when you want to saly 
something you are quite insistent that you be permitted 
to finish. 

Mr. Moore: I wouldn’t do my duty if I didn’t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I notice it is always your duty 
when you want to interrupt me. 

8111 Mr. Rose: The statement made by counsel was 
not correct. I read the question and answer to the 

witness and asked whether he remembered it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Stanton, I am going to 
read something to you: 

“Q. Do you have any copy of the resolution or was on 
given to you that night so that you could produce wha|t 
vou know was the resolution?” There is a question mar 
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there. And here is the answer that you gave as taken down 
by the court reporter: 

“A. Yes, I think I do have it, because it was turned over 
to me the next day, but I haven’t referred to it and don’t 
have it here.” Period—sentence: “It is in the newspapers 
of the following day, I am sure of that.” 

Do you recall making that statement? 

The "Witness: Yes, I recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do vou care to change in any 
way the statement that you made in response to the pre¬ 
vious answer? 

The Witness: Since the matter has been brought up, I 

would like to clarifv mv testimonv. 

« •> 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wish you would, sir. 

8112 The Witness: My words were, according to the 
Examiner’s reading of them, that I think that I have 

it. I wasn’t sure that I had it, see? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: And, if I said that it was turned over to 
me, I meant bv that that I thought that it came into mv 
possession and then I qualified that by saying that it was 
in the newspapers, and I certainly didn’t want to convey 
to you that it was sent to my home by messenger or any¬ 
thing like that. This resolution was asked for, to be ad¬ 
mitted in evidence in these proceedings, and it was my 
desire to produce it, if I had it, and I thought I had it, but 
as to how I got it, whether it came by messenger, or 
whether I got it out of the paper, I tried to qualify myself 
there by saying that I thought I had it, and that it was in 
the newspapers in such a way that I did not mean to make 
a statement which did not correctly reflect the fact. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Proceed, Mr. Pose. 

Q. (By Mr. Pose) Now, you recall that you testified here 
last Friday? A. That I testified Friday? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. Very well. 

8113 Q. And, do you recall that you testified last Satur¬ 
day morning? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you recall that you came back and testified again 
yesterday morning? A. Of course. 

Q. Now, between the time you left here Saturday and 
yesterday morning, did you talk to anyone about the testi- 
monev you had given? A. To no one at all. 
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and kept—it should be needless for me to say that I k 
that promise. That is not saying that someone would 
say to me, “why, you are on the stand”, and I would s 


Q. Did anyone talk to you about the testimony you had 
given? A. No one at all. I promised the Examiner e^ch 
night before I left here, and each day, that I would jaot 

ept 
n’t 

ay, 

“Yes”, and they would pass the time of day with me, but 
as to saying anything about the testimony, T most religiously 
avoided it. 

Q. Well, did anyone say anything to you about the testi¬ 
mony? A. Nothing at all. 

8114 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall that on Monday 
you made a correction in your testimony? A. Yes¬ 
terday? 

Q. Yes, yesterday morning. A. No, I do not recall. I 
would be glad to try and recall it, if you will point it out 
to me. 

Q. Do you recall being asked the following questions-l— 

Mr. Moore: What page is it, please? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) —and making the following answers, 
Mr. Stanton? 

Mr. Moore: Will you give me the page? 

Mr. Rose: Page 11922. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) “Mr. Moore: This is a part of the 
record, Mr. Stanton, and says, ‘So I told the men as I 
called them that the Governor was going to be there at 
the Fort Stanwix Hotel at three o’clock, and that if we 
could go down there I was hopeful that the Governor would 
meet with us and we could express to him our feeling and 
and desires to keep our city, so far as possible, free from 
bloodshed and violence, and we met there at three o’clock 
and took a room there at the hotel, I think, on the second 
floor.’ 

“The Witness: Yes. 

“Q. (By Mr. Moore) Then you go on: ‘I told these men 
what I had seen on the previous night and Saturday 

8115 morning and Friday night and Mr. Heckman, I think, 
at the conference said that he had already had a 

conference with Mr. Watkins.’ Now, what I want to find 
out is whether that was not a mistake? 

“Ans. Evervthing that I related has been from mv ovbi 
memory, do you see, and this was six or seven months ago, 
and I had numerous conferences there and things were ha]j> 
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pen ini*; from day to day. Now, in niv testimony there I said, 
I think, that Mr. Heckman made that statement on that 
Sunday afternon, but I have not consulted with anyone nor 
checked it at all, but in thinking of my own testimony, since 
Saturday, I came to the conclusion myself that I was mis¬ 
taken on that and that Mr. Heckman did not mention that 
particular conference until the following Monday night.’’ 
Do vou recall now— A. Oh, ves. 

V 7 v 

8116 Q. —that you made a correction in your testimony? 
A. Yes, indeed, yes, indeed. I was very glad to do 

it, because I remembered later that when Mr. Heckman 
spoke of that, it was the following night, instead of that 
afternoon 

Q. I understand that. 

Mr. Moore: May I interrupt please, because my record 
shows that it says the second floor, as you read it, but I got 
it a different floor. 

Now, I haven’t read this before, except as I read it 
through, as you read, and didn’t notice it. Is there any ob¬ 
jection to finding out? 

Mr. "Rose: Well, now, I think counsel can do that on 
redirect examination. I submit that this is not the time 
for that. Of course, we are anxious to have the record 
correct, that is what I am trying to do. I have no objec¬ 
tion to your doing it. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, well, if you are going to be that techni¬ 
cal, all very well, go ahead, go back and waste time when 
all you have got to do is have the record, when the steno- 
rapher misunderstood it, I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we can get the steno¬ 
grapher’s notes. Is it your point, Mr. Moore, that the 
stenographer did not correctly transcribe it? 

8117 Mr. Moore: Yes, purely that. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we can cheek the steno¬ 
grapher’s notes. Mr. Hammond, will you please make a 
note—I don’t know whether you took it or Mr. Mershon— 
but whoever took it, find out whether part of the testimony 
has been correctly transcribed it. 

Mr. Moore: I mean, I don’t see the necessity, it is the 
simplest thing in the world to find out whether it is correct. 
Even if the stenographer has it wrong, it won’t make it 
correct. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s find out, let’s first 
find out whether it was correctly taken by the stenographer 
in the first place and then we will find out the fact. 

Mr. Rose: Well, my objection to doing that immediately, 
Mr. Examiner, is that it comes in at an inopportune time. 
I just read something from the record, which was quite 
long, to fix it in the witness’ mind, and I don’t think i^ is 
quite proper to make such corrections at this time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Rose: May I have the last question read, please? 

8118 (The reporter repeated the last question as ab<|>ve 
set forth.) 

Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) You heard your answer, Mr. Stantqn? 
A. Yes." 

Q. Well, where did you read— A. Pardon? 

Q. —that later? In what did you read that later? Is^i’t 
that wTiat you said? A. No, I don’t think so, I didn’t think 
that I read anything later. 

Mr. Moore: That is my whole point, he didn’t say that 
he read anything later. He didn’t say it. 

The Witness: And, I don’t think Mr. Rose, there, I 
don’t—I doubt if there is a man alive who could testify 
seven months after so many things have happened and pos¬ 
sibly not place a conversation on one day instead of another 
day. I gave the conversation as I heard it. 

Mr. Rose: I am not finding fault with you, Mr. Stan¬ 
ton. 

The Witness: But, I “was glad to make that slight change. 

Mr. Rose: Yes, we are glad to have your changes, aijid 
I think the Examiner told you on a previous occasion jto 
make changes. 

8119 The Witness: I didn’t keep a note book back there, 
and never anticipated that I was going to have io 

recall all that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What I want to know is, why ycju 
waited to be asked whether you had made a mistake in 
your testimony? A. Well, I had no opportunity to do it 
until the respondents’ counsel opened the way for me tjo 
do it. T didn’t realize that I could have just spoken volun¬ 
tarily and volunteered that correction. Would that hav|e 
been possible for me to do that? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, possibly you misunder¬ 
stood a statement I made the other day. I thought I made 
it clear to you that if, as you think back over any of your 
testimony, you afterwards come to the conclusion that you 
may have gotten dates wrong— 

The Witness: I see. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or, any of your testimony is in¬ 
accurate, why, please don’t hesitate to tell us about it. 

The Witness: Why, I didn’t realize until the following 
day I could have broken in and made that change. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wish you would. 

The Witness: I am glad— 

8120 Trial Examiner Bloom: If you think of anything 
now as you look back— 

The Witness: I see. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —which you may think is inac¬ 
curate or probably not quite correctly stated, why, you are 
quite free to make any such change. 

The Witness: I see. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, we have interrupted 
so much, I wonder how the record stands. I asked the 
question, broke in and asked the stenographer to read it, 
because the statements that he read were not my under¬ 
standing of what Mr. Stanton said. 

Now, he has also said that he didn’t say the particular 
thing. Is it clear enough in the record? 

Trial Exaimner Bloom: I should think so. 

Mr. Bose: I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Bose’s question had some¬ 
thing to do with the word ‘‘read” in it, as I recalled the 
testimony, or, rather, I haven’t read it, but as I recall the 
statement as it was read back by the reporter, the word 
“read” was in it. 

Mr. Moore: No, but he said he remembered something, 
remembered a statement he read, and that he remembered, 
and that was part of the answer that the reporter 

8121 didn’t correctly read. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If it is not clear, go 
ahead, tell us the whole thing. 

The Witness: If there is anything here in the testimony, 
as reported, which says that I read anything about that, I 
want it changed, because I didn’t say “read”, I said I re¬ 
membered. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) Now, with reference to the mistake you 
corrected yesterday morning— A. Yes. 

8122 Q. —did you, prior to that time, tell any on^ of 
respondents ’ counsel that you had made a mistake in 

your testimony? A. No one at all. I hadn’t heard the 
voice of any respondents’ counsel from the time that I left 
this building until the time that I came back. 

Q. Do you know who respondents’ counsel are? A. Why, 
I have seen them here at the table. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Moore? A. Yes, I know Mr. Moore. 
Q. Did you ever talk to Mr. Moore about any of the 
matters that you have told us here? 

Mr. Moore: When? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Prior to the time you told them here. 
A. You mean prior to the beginning of this part of the hear¬ 
ing? 

Q. Prior— 

Mr. Moore: Prior to your going on the witness stand. 
The Witness: Oh, yes, of course I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When, do you recall? A. Well, I 
think it was,—you see, I went on the witness stand for the 
first time on Friday morning, and I think that on Wednes¬ 
day night, I saw Mr. Moore, and after that I am not quite 
certain, Tuesday or Wednesday night. 

8123 Q. Do you recall where you saw Mr. Moore? A. 
Yes, I do. 

Q. Do you mind telling us, please? A. 1 saw him at t)ie 
home where he is residing in Westmont. 

Q. I believe you testified that on either Friday, June 18th, 
or Saturday, June 19th, you and certain other men met with 
Sheriff Boyle, is that correct? 

Mr. Moore: Let’s see the record, please, what page is it? 
Mr. Rose: I think it is 11862. 

Mr. Moore: Will you tell me, please, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: This is off the record, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

Mr. Moore: It doesn’t concern the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Whereupon a discussion ensued off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I have the record here if you will help 
me find it, tell me where it is. 
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Mr.Rose: It begins with 11859. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don't understand that that refers— 
Mr. Rose: It is a portion of his testimony. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think that that refers to his meeting, 
there is nothing there that I can read that warrants 

8124 that statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Might 1 suggest 11861 at 
the bottom, the last paragraph? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, that doesn’t bear out the statement. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the statement again, 
please. 

(The reporter read the pending question as above set 
forth.) 

The "Witness: I don’t think that 1 so testified. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please. 

The Witness: Pardon me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I understand, you have an 
objection ? 

Mr. Moore: Certainly, it is not a correct statement of the 
evidence, there is nothing in evidence to that effect. 

Mr. Rose: I am asking if that is correct. 

Mr. Moore: He is making a statement that he said noth¬ 
ing of the sort on direct testimony. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I certainly think 1 have the right to ask 
him whether he so testified, if 1 misunderstood liis testi¬ 
mony I want to understand it. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I don’t think he has the right 
to tell the witness he testified to something and ask 

8125 him if it is correct when he didn’t so testify. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ask him a question, Mr. 

Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you testify about a meeting you 
and certain other men had with Sheriff Boyle during the 
month of June, 1937 ? A. 1 did. 

Q. Can you tell us when that meeting occurred? A. I 
testified as to what had occurred, my testimony was that it 
occurred on Saturday morning, June 19th. 

Q. 1937 ? A. 1937. 

Q. Where was that meeting held? A. At the Chamber 
of Commerce office. 

Q. Did vou speak to Sheriff Boyle at that meeting? A. 
Yes, I did. 
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Q. Did you ask him whether he had sent the message to 
the Governor? 

Mr. Moore: What message, please, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you ask him whether he had sent 
any message to the Governor? A. 1 don’t think that I did. 

Q. Did you at that time know or believe that Sheriff 
Boyle had, prior to your meeting, communicated with the 
Governor of Pennsylvania? A. Yes, I feel ceitain 

8126 that I had been so informed at the time of that meet¬ 
ing. 

Q. Well, didn’t you ask Sheriff Boyle as to what com¬ 
munication he had had with the Governor? A. Personally? 

Q. In any capacity. A. I did not, no, I did not ask (him 
that. 

Q. Did anyone present at the meeting ask him that? A. 
I don’t recall that they did. 

Q. Did you at the meeting know that prior to that time 
Sheriff Boyle had communicated with the Governor of 
Pennsylvania from the offices of the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany ? 

Mr. Moore: I think the question has been answeredj 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I think that all of us knew that, or I as¬ 
sume that all of us knew that, who were in the office t lat 
morning, and I think it was in the paper that morning. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, what do you mean by that? A. 
That Sheriff Boyle had communicated with the Governor 
the night before. 

Q. Well, did you know that his communication had b<^en 
sent from the offices of the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, it assumes a state of fact 
not in evidence in so far as this witness is concerned. 

8127 Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean “com¬ 
munication”? 

Mr. Rose: I beg your pardon, sir? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think your question is ambigu¬ 
ous, you say “communication had been sent.” 

What communication are you talking about? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you know on that Saturday 
morning that on the night before Sheriff Boyle had sent tjie 
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telegram to Governor Earle from the offices of the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. The record doesn’t show it. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection to 
the form of the question. 

8128 Q. On that Saturday morning, did you know that 
Sheriff Boyle on the night before had send a message 

to the Governor of Pennsylvania from the offices of the 
Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No such testimony, Mr. Rose. 
Mr. Moore: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Rose: T will strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) On that Saturday morning, did you 
know that Sheriff Boyle had sent a message the night before 
from the offices of the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Moore: Same objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) To the Governor of Pennsylvania? 
Mr. Moore: Same objection, same reasons, same ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I simply don’t recall any such 
testimony. 

Mr. Rose: 'Well, Sheriff Boyle so testified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, let’s see. 

Mr. Moore: Now, then, if you are going to tell the wit¬ 
ness what Sheriff Boyle said, I better tell him what he said 
and why he went to the Bethlehem Steel Company’s offices, 
tell the witness the whole story and then ask him 

8129 what he knows about it, but not tell him part of it. 
Sheriff Boyle— 

Mr. Rose: Xow, T submit, Mr. Examiner, that is an un¬ 
fair statement, I was answering your question, counsel had 
no right— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s see the testimony. 

Mr. Rose: Beginning at page 1681 to 1686. 

Mr. Moore: What is the page? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1681 to 1686. Xow, read the 
pending question. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think that question ac¬ 
curately states what occurred. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t understand it, Mr. Examiner, 
what is the reason for saying 4 ‘from the offices of the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company”. If there is any connotation, Any¬ 
thing bad about that, the witness should be told why Sheriff 
Boyle was there. What difference does it make whether he 
sent it from the offices of Bethlehem Steel Company or from 
the Fort Stanwix Hotel or from anybody’s home, his own 
home, or any body else’s? I don’t see the point and there 
is some connotation there intended. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, I don’t know why 

8130 Mr. Moore attaches his own conclusions to every¬ 
thing we ask. 

Mr. Moore: Well, put it in, then. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think I have a certain right to 
this man questions, do I have to apologize to Mr. Moore 
every question I ask this gentleman? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I have sustained the 
jection to the form of the question. If you gentlemen want 
to discuss what rights you have, I wish both of you would 
adjourn to some place outside of this hearing room and 
continue your conversation, but if you want to go on w 
the hearing, please put another question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you ever see the message t 
Sheriff Boyle sent to Governor Earle at that time in 
month of June? 

Mr. Moore: I object to the question unless it be clarifiled. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, find out whether he kno|ws 
that there was a message or not. 

Mr. Rose: I think I asked him that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, ask him again. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you on that Saturday morni 
know that Sheriff Boyle had sent a telegram to Governor 
Earle of Pennsylvania? A. I feel sure that I knew that 
that Saturday morning. 

8131 Q. Well, could you tell us how you happened to 
know that, in other words, what the basis of your 

knowledge was? A. Well, I think that some one there in 
our conference told that and I say again I think that was 
in the paper and of that I would not be absolutely certain, 
I wish we had some way of knowing, it seems as though I 
have a recollection it was in the paper, it soon became fairly 
general, well known information, that the Sheriff had sejit 
that message of appeal to Governor Earle. 
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Q. Did you know at that time from where he had sent 
that telegram? A. No, I don’t think that I knew that 
morning where he had sent it from. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 51 in evidence and ask 
you whether you have ever seen that before. 

(Board’s Exhibit 51 was passed to the witness.) 

Mr. Moore: Now, does the question mean that identical 
piece of paper ? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Does it mean that message? 

Mr. Rose: That piece of paper. 

Mr. Moore: That identical piece of paper? 

Mr. Rose: That’s right. 

8132 The Witness: No, I never seen this before. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Would you read Board’s Ex¬ 
hibit 51, please, or did you? Would you read it, please, if 
you have not ? Do you recall now whether or not you read 
in the newspapers the words contained in Board’s Exhibit 
51 in evidence? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, if he means, ‘‘Did you read 
that identical telegram quoted verbatim” it is one thing; 
if he says the words, some of the words, it is another thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you read that telegram in 
the paper? 

The Witness: I don’t recall that I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was the “We Protest” ad. that you 
have referred to the first appeal of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee for funds. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I object to that unless you explain 
what you mean by appeal. If you mean public appeal it 
is one thing; if you mean that some one, the treasurer or 
somebody might have asked an individual, that is another. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ; He may answer. 

The Witness: I was shown yesterday an advertisement 
which had been placed in one or both of the Johnstown 
papers prior to the; “We Protest” ad. and I am 

8133 sorry that I did not read it carefully enough to see 
whether or not there was an appeal for funds at the 

bottom of that advertisement. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Are you referring to Board Exhibits 
47-A and 48-A in evidence; would you look at that ? 
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May the record show that the witness has 
Board’s Exhibits 47-A and 48-A in evidence? 


4j20l 
examined 


(Board’s Exhibits Nos. 47-A and 48-A were passed to 
the witness.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may so show. 

8134 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well now, can you tell us 
whether the “We Protest” ad, which you referred 

to, was the first appeal of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee for funds? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, Mr. Examiner. Does he mean 
a public general appeal, or does he mean some individual 
asked somebody else for money to be turned over to the 
Committee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Well, anything that I say along that, on 
that particular point, is going to be a guess. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you don’t know, of 
course, you don’t have to say. 

The Witness: Because, really, I do not know whether 
or not there was a prior appeal for funds. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, was the— 

Mr. Moore: Prior to what?— 

The Witness: The “We Protest” ad. 

Mr. Moore: —do you mean? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) So far as you know then, the “We 
Protest” ad was the first appeal for funds, is that correct? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : He said he does not kno)w. 

8135 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall how long tljie 
plant here was closed by virtue of the so-called mod¬ 
ified martial law? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. How can this witness 
know ? 

Mr. Rose: He may know, Mr. Examiner. Mr. Moore ob¬ 
jects to my even asking this man if he knows anything. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am objecting to the question. In 
the first place, “the plant closed,” what do you mean by 
that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this witness has told rs 
in his direct examination, that he and others were protest¬ 
ing the closing of the plant. 
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Mr. Moore: Yes, the closing of the plant. He knows 
when the plant was closed, I venture. This question is, 
“How long was it closed’'? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if lie knows. If it was 
closed, maybe he knows how long. I don’t know. If he 
doesn’t know, he can tell us. He can tell us lie doesn’t 
know; if he does know, he can tell us. Go ahead. 

The Witness: I do not know exactly how long the plant 
was closed. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Approximately, can you tell us? A. 
It was closed approximately one week. 

813G Q. How long did the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee function ? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. 

Mr. Rose: I withdraw that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long was the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee in existence? 

Mr. Moore: I think I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the 
use of the word “was”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Maybe it still is. 

Mr. Moore: There is nothing in the record to show. I 
don’t remember that this witness testified whether it is still 
in existence or not. If he did, I would like him to correct it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase your question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
still in existence? A. Well, that is a very technical ques¬ 
tion in a way, because it hinges on the point as to whether 
a thing still exists after it has ceased to be active. 

Q. Well, I am not trying to be technical. Is there a 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee now? A. To tell the truth 
about it, I don’t know. 

Q. You are a member of the Executive Committee, aren’t 
you? A. If it is still in existence, I must be. 1 have 
8137 never been notified to the contrary. 

Q. When was the last meeting of the Executive 
Committee held? A. I don’t recall. 

Q. Now, tell us, why don’t you know whether or not the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee is still in existence? A. 
Whv— 

Mr. Moore: I object to this question, “Why does not a 
man know something”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Objection sustained. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) How many meetings of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee were held? A. Well, quite a gjood 
many, for a time. During the period of the strike, jjmd 
the time while the mills were closed, you see, there were 
several of them. 

Q. Well, can you tell us the dates on which those meet¬ 
ings were held? A. Well, I— 

Q. You understand I am talking about the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee as distinguished from what you hive 
said was the Executive Committee? A. Oh. 

Q. Did you understand that? A. No, I did not. 

Q. Well, how many meetings of the Johnstown 

8138 Citizens’ Committee were held? 

Mr. Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner, that question 
is objectionable unless we can know’ exactly w’hat is meajnt 
by “a meeting of the Johnstowm Citizens’ Committee.” 

Mr. Rose: Well, I submit, Mr. Examiner, this man has 
been here telling us about meetings and about the Jolmis- 
town Citizens’ Committee. 

Mr. Moore: No, I don’t think he has. He has testified 
about various lodge meetings, but I don’t think that he 
said that those meetings were meetings of any particular 
body, but meetings of individuals. I may be wrong, but 
that is my memory. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: May I have the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that last question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question ak 
above set forth.) 

The Witness: Well, I recall that there w T as this meeting 
which I have already testified w’as called here, met in this 
building on Thursday night, the 17th of June, and, if you 
would call it organizing meeting, a meeting of the commit¬ 
tee, that w*as another one and in the interim, between the 
meetings of the larger group which were held, the Execu¬ 
tive Committee, you see, w’as empowered to act in behalf 
of the Citizens, so-called Citizens’ Committee. 

8139 Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) Well, what you refer to as an or¬ 
ganizing meeting, was that what you refer to as the 

meeting held Monday night? A. Yes. 
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Q. June 14th? A. And that became, after the committees 
were appointed and the chairman was appointed, and this 
Executive Committee was authorized to speak for and act 
in behalf of this group of citizens, I would say that that be¬ 
came then a Citizens’ Committee meeting. 

Q. Well, were there any other meetings of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee besides the one held Monday, June 
14th, at the Elks Club, and the meeting held at the Cen¬ 
tral High School, June 17th? A. Well, I have testified that 
there were meetings held at the Sunnehanna Country Club. 

Q. Was that a meeting of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee? A. It was a meeting called by the Executive Com¬ 
mittee, at which representative citizens, who were inter¬ 
ested in this movement, were in attendance. Xow, I 
couldn’t say that the attendance there at the Sunnehanna 
Country Club on that particular Sunday afternoon and the 
following Monday night, paralleled in its identity, those who 
attended the first meeting, because these meetings 

8140 were open, do you see, and I certainly wouldn’t want 
to say that the same persons were at one as attended 

another. 

Q. Well, what— A. But, they were understood as meet¬ 
ings of the citizens. 

Q. Well, was the meeting at the Sunnehanna Country 
Club a meeting of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Moore: Why, I think the question has been answered, 
Mr. Examiner, as well as the witness can. He explained 
what it was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is there anything you can 
add to your previous testimony ? 

The Witness: At that time I was not a member of the 
Executive Committee, and 1 was invited to come to the 
meeting by Mr. Martin, and I understood that it was a 
meeting of the citizens, and I think Mr. Martin is the onlv 
one who would be competent to answer that question, and 
give you the information. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, when Mr. Martin invited you to 
the meeting, did he tell you that that was to be a meeting 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. I can’t recall 
that he did. He invited me to come to that meeting and I 
asked him the purpose of it and he told me. 

Q. Were any minutes kept of any meetings of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee? A. Well, I cannot tes- 

8141 tify as to that. 
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Q. Have you ever seen any minutes of any meetings of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. No, I have neVer 
seen them. 

Q. Have you ever heard anyone say that there were min¬ 
utes of such meetings? A. No, I have never heard anyone 
say anything about the minutes. 

Q. Well, what other meetings of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee were there ? A. I have indicated that there wpre 
the two meetings which were held at the Country Club, one 
on the Sunday afternoon of June 20th and one on the Mon¬ 
day evening of June 21st, and they might be interpreted 
as meetings of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee. 

Q. Well, can you tell us whether or not they were? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, Mr. Examiner, he has answered the ques¬ 
tion as well as he can twice. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think I have yet had an answer to tie 
question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think the witness told .is 
about it rather fully. 

The Witness: As to the minutes, I went away,—I we jit 
away the last of June and when I came back, following my 
vacation, the whole thing had pretty well blown over 
8142 and very little was done about it after that. I 
wouldn’t have seen the minutes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, what do you mean? A. If there 
were such. 

Q. What do you mean by “the whole thing had blown 
over”? A. That is the particular activities in which the 
Citizens’ Committee was engaged. 

Q. What do you mean by that? A. Well, the strike was 
over and and the mills were open, and the law and orddr 
had been preserved and we had tried to establish the riglit 
of the men to work, and when I came back the 1st of Sep¬ 
tember, why, the particular thing which occasioned the cak¬ 
ing together of the citizens and organizing them into la 
committee, had passed. 

Q. Did the Executive Committee, after the, “We Pre¬ 
test” ad appeared in the newspapers, receive contribu¬ 
tions? A. The contributions were received by the treas¬ 
urer who had been designated by the Executive Committee 
to receive them. 
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Q. Well, did the Executive Committee have charge of 
those funds for the purpose of using them ? 

Mr. Moore: Now, I am not sure what that question means. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean, Mr. Bose? 
Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner— 

8143 Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you rephrase 
that a little accurately after the recess. 

Mr. Rose: All right. 


(Thereupon a short recess was taken.) 


8144 Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will come to 
order. 

Mr. Rose: I think there was a pending question. 

You asked me to rephrase it, Mr. Examiner. 1 will with¬ 
draw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who was treasurer of the Citizens’ 
Committee? 

Mr. Moore: The question, please, the verb. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above set 
forth.) 


Mr. Moore: At what time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: Any time? 

Mr. Moore: Well, that implies there was only one. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did the Citizens’ Committee have a 
treasurer? A. Yes, they had one. 

Q. What was his name? A. George C. Rutledge. 

Q. When did he become treasurer, do you know? A. I 
can’t tell you when he was appointed. 

Q. Was he appointed ? A. When he was named as treas¬ 
urer. 


Q. Well, was he appointed as treasurer? A. I 
8145 don’t know. 

Q. Was he elected as treasurer? A. I judge that 
he was elected as treasurer at a meeting of the Executive 
Committee, but that is only a guess, I wasn’t at the meet¬ 
ing. 

Q. You don’t know? A. I don’t know. 

Q. Did the Citizens’ Committee spend any of its funds? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that as meaning absolutely noth¬ 
ing. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, were there expenditures of fields 
made by the committee? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. Does it mean that the (Citi¬ 
zens ’ Committee now has all its money? 

Mr. Rose: I am asking* him whether they had spent 
money. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: Yes, they must have spent money. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What do you mean when you say tljiey 
must have spent money, don’t you know? A. Because they 
had certain financial obligations which I have understood 
have been met and they must have spent money in order to 
meet the financial obligations which have been jin- 

8146 curred. 

Q. Well, don’t you know that, Mr. Stanton? pA. 
Yes, its — 

Q. Who authorized the expenditure of funds? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, it implies a state of facts njot 
in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Now, that I do not know. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did vou ever ask anybody about that? 
A. No. * | 

Q. Do you know whether the Executive Committee of 
the Citizens’ Committee ever authorized the expenditure of 
any of its funds? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it, it is only the same questiop 
in another form. The witness said he didn’t know. 

Mr. Rose: This is cross-examination, Mr. Examiner, 1 
think I am entitled — 

Mr. Moore: I know, cross-examination — 

Mr. Rose: —to ask that question. 

Mr. Moore: —doesn’t warrant the answering of the on^ 
question twice. 

Mr. Rose: That is not the same question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if the man says he don’t 
know, he doesn’t know. It may be very unfortunate 

8147 That, however, is the limit of his knowledge. Thatl 
is the limit. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you ever ask any one whether the 
Executive Committee had authorized the expenditure of 
funds ? 
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Mr. Moore: It is the same question in another form. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, it is a different question in 
a different form. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Xo, I never asked any one that, and I 
don’t know whether the Executive Committee passed on 
the expenditure of funds from meeting to meeting, or 
whether Mr. Martin had the authority to authorize Mr. Rut¬ 
ledge to draw the checks against the applications, or how it 
was done. I cannot tell. 

Q. What do you mean, “you cannot tell,” you mean you 
don’t know ? A. I do not know. 

Q. Did the Executive Committee ever report to the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee what funds had been spent? 

Mr. Moore: Weil, now, Mr. Examiner, I object to that, 
unless we can show what the bodies are that you are talking 
about. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

8148 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: By whom, when, where, up to what time, 
how it made their report ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you make the question 
more elaborate, please, Mr. Rose. Do you want a recess? 

Mr. Rose: Just a moment. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When did you become a member of the 
Executive Committee? A. I think I was put on the Execu¬ 
tive Committee some time during the week of June 20th, 
between June 20th and June 27th. 

Q. Who put you on the committee? A. The members of 
the Executive Committee. 

Q. You mean you were elected? A. Voted that Mr. 
Waters and I should be added to the Executive Committee. 

Q. Can you give us the first name of the Mr. Waters you 
refer to? A. Mr. Robert Waters. 

Q. When was that meeting of the Executive Committee 
at which you were elected treasurer, or a member, rather, 
of the Executive Committee, do you recall? 
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8149 Mr. Moore: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, he| has 
not said that he was elected to the committee at any- 

meeting. 

Mr. Rose: I believe he said that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that previous an- 

8150 swer. 

The Reporter: The previous answer did you say? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

(The reporter repeated the previous answer as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Well now, I think the previous answef, I 
think the previous question should be tied up to that. That 
is the point, it is all coupled up with it, I think. He didn’t 
intend to say accurately, he thought that was the case. 
Mr. Rose: Well, this witness is testifying, Mr. Examiner. 
Mr. Moore: No, but this is a Three Black Crows’ story. 
Mr. Rose: I know what you refer to, but I can’t help it 
if the witness says he thinks. I have tried to ask him to be 
as definite as he possibly can. 

Mr. Moore: That is right, he says he thinks so, and then 
the next question is based upon the assumption that he said 
positively that is the fact. That is my very point. 

Mr. Rose: Oh, he doesn’t seem to be positive about any¬ 
thing. This is cross examination. | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead. Rephrase y<jur 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When was the meeting of t[he 

8151 Executive Committee at which you say you wdre 
elected a member of the Committee? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, — two conditions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it, please. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: In the first place, that is not the question. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: You say that is not the question? 
Mr. Moore: That is not the question, no, that hasn’t bekn 
accurately taken down. 

Mr. Rose: I withdraw the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did the reporter accurately get 
your question? 
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Mr. Rose: I think he left out the words “I think”. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the way I understood it. 
If the reporter has it inaccurately, I also got it inaccurately. 
All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When was the Executive Committee 
meeting held at which you became a member of that com¬ 
mittee? 

Mr. Moore: I object to it. It is the same question. All 
he said is that he thought that he had been elected. 

8152 Xow, the question presupposes that there was ac¬ 
tually a meeting at which the transaction might have 

taken place. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, I testified that Mr. Waters and I 
were added to the committee by action of the committee at 
a meeting which was held during the week of June 20th. 
I think that that is the week which that meeting was held, 
and I am sorry that I cannot give you the definite date that 
the meeting was held. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Were you present at the meeting? A. 
Yes, I was present, I was there. 

Q. Where was it held? A. At the Chamber of Commerce 
office. 

Q. Was Mr. Waters present? A. I don’t think that Mr. 
Waters was there. 

Q. Were you nominated'for membership on that com¬ 
mittee at that meeting, do you recall? A. Well, I don’t 
know just what their procedure was in adding me to the 
committee. I recall that I was in the lobby of the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce office and the Executive Committee were 
in the small room adjoining the lobby, and I think Mr. 
Campbell said that the committee had asked if I would be 
willing to become a member of the Executive Committee, 
and I gave my consent, and I learned subsequently that 
Mr. Waters had also been invited. 

8153 Q. Then, you didn’t attend the meeting at which 
you were made a member of the Executive Com¬ 
mittee? A. Yes. 
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Q. You did attend the meeting? Were you present at 
the meeting? A. Yes, yes, because you see, it was all a| part 
of the same meeting. It was a — I was not there aft the 
very time in which he was invited to become a member of 
the Executive Committee, but at that moment I was| not 
there, but the meeting continued, do you see? I was pres¬ 
ent at the meeting at which I was invited to become a mem¬ 
ber of the Executive Committee, although I was not there 
at the moment in the meeting when that action was taken, 
but the meeting continued until adjournment. 

Q. Did the Executive Committee at any time make a re¬ 
port to the Citizens’ Committee as to the funds that had 
been spent? 

8154 Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, I think that is 
objectionable. This witness has stated that he was 
not a member of the Executive Committee until some time 
in the week beginning June 20th. Now, the question pre¬ 
supposes that there was a report made. Of course, tthe 
witness — 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think it does, I am asking that ques¬ 
tion; the question is whether any report was made so £ar 
as he knows. It is quite obvious that is all it can be in¬ 
tended to mean. 

Mr. Moore: Well, you can ask the question whether he 
knows whether or not a report was made. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think the man can tell us what jhe 
doesn’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, answer the question. 

Mr. Rose: Do you understand the question? 

The Witness: I think I do. I 

Mr. Rose: Will you read it, please, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter read the pending question as follows: 

“Q. Did the Executive Committee at any time make a re¬ 
port to the Citizens’ Committee as to the funds that had 
been spent?”) 

The Witness: I regret that I cannot tell, Mr. Martip, 
the Chairman of the Executive Committee and Mr. Rut¬ 
ledge, the treasurer of the Executive Committed, 
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tion which you are asking- me that I regret that I cannot 
tell. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You mean you don't know, is that 
right? A. That I don't know. Mr. Martin would have 
known during his testimony, unquestionably. 

Q. Did you ever ask anybody as to whether such a report 
had been made? A. I don't recall that I did. 

Q. Did anybody ever tell you that such a report had not 
been made? A. I don’t recall anybody ever telling me that. 

Q. Did anybody tell you that such a report had been 
made? 

Mr. Moore: That’s the same question that he asked pre¬ 
viously. 

Mr. Rose: It is not, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, he may answer. 

The Witness: Xo, I don't recall that any one ever told 
me that such a report had been made. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And, as a matter of fact, don’t you 
know that no such report was ever made? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I object to that. 

8156 Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec¬ 
tion. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did the Executive Committee at any 
time ever report any of the activities to the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. When? A. I have testified that such a report was 
made. 

Q. Well, would you mind tolling us again, I don’t recall 
the testimony ? A. May I have the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: My testimony was that at the meeting 
which was held at the Sunnehanna Country Club on Mon¬ 
day night, June 21st, that Mr. Martin spoke there, told 
about prior happenings. 

Q. What do you mean by prior happenings? A. About 
prior action which the Executive Committee had taken. 

Q. What prior action did he mention? A. You have my 
testimony there. 
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Q. Can’t you tell us now? A. When Mr. Martin opined 
the meeting on Monday night, June 21st, at the jj>un- 

8157 nehanna Country Club, he told the group who had 
assembled there about the meeting which had been 

held on the previous afternoon, that Sunday afternoop. 

Q. What meeting had been held the previous Sunday 
afternoon? A. I have already testified that a meeting was 
held at the Sunnehanna Country Club on the Sunday after¬ 
noon of June 20th. j 

Q. Well, now, you have, I believe, two meetings at (the 
Sunnehanna Country Club, they are not clear in my mind, 
would you please clarify that? A. Yes, my previous testi¬ 
mony bears out the fact that a meeting was held at the 
Sunnehanna Country Club on Sunday afternoon, June 2f)th, 
and on Monday evening, June 21st. 

Q. Was the meeting of June 20tli an Executive Com¬ 
mittee meeting? 

Mr. Moore: What meeting on June 20th, Mr. Examiner? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Do vou mean at the Sunne- 
hanna — 

Mr. Rose: The Sunnehanna Country Club, of course. 
The Witness: I have testified that I recognized the Exec¬ 
utive Committee there and I assume that it was called by 
and in behalf of them, but I was not a member of 

8158 the Executive Committee then and not in a position 
to tell as to whether or not they held an Executive 

Committee meeting that afternoon. | 

Q. Was the meeting, the following meeting, at the Sunjie- 
hanna Country Club, a meeting of the Executive Com¬ 
mittee? A. I again testified — 

Mr. Moore: Let me object to that, please. If my memory 
serves me correctly, the witness has testified that thqre 
were two meetings held that evening, one preliminary, 
before the other, and to which is he directing his atten¬ 
tion? 

Mr. Rose: I said the second one. 

Mr. Moore: The second one held at the Sunnehanha 
Country Club? 

Mr. Rose: That’s right 

Mr. Moore: Well, if there was one held on Sunday aft¬ 
ernoon and two held on Monday evening, that is three. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, how many were held at the Suh- 
nehanna Country Club, do you know, Mr. Stanton? 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t mean to imply from my state¬ 
ment that there were, I say the testimony shows what could 
be understood as that. 

Mr. Rose: I understood the witness to just say there 
were two. 

8159 Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s find out from the 
witness how many meetings there were. 

The Witness: My testimony will show that T have testi¬ 
fied that on Monday evening a small group met informally 
before the larger meeting was held. Now, as to whether 
that could be called a formal meeting of the Executive Com¬ 
mittee, why, I would not want to say, there were certain 
members of the Executive Committee there, and as to 
whether or not the meeting on Sunday afternoon could be 
called a formal meeting of the Executive Committee, again 
the members of the Executive Committee, as 1 have previ¬ 
ously testified, were present, but I don’t know who would 
be able to say as to whether or not that was a meeting 
of the Executive Committee or whether in any similar 
gathering, when a certain committee is present and there 
are other people there, whether you would ever say that 
that is a meeting of that committee. 

It is confusing and ambiguous and I can’t answer, or I 
haven’t sufficient information to answer the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, was the meeting at the Sunne- 
hanna Country Club on Monday evening a meeting of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I object to it, Mr. Examiner, he 

8160 has just this moment answered the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pie may answer. 

The Witness: Again it is putting me in the position of 
being required to say that the meeting on Monday evening 
of June 14th — I have stated that that was a meeting of 
the Johnstowns Citizens’ Committee, after they had or¬ 
ganized to transact business, it there and then became such 
an organization at such a meeting, but now as to whether 
saying that since those identical persons were not present 
at the next meeting, that that was also a meeting of that 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, I can’t say. 

I was not the Chairman of the Executive Committee, I 
was invited to come to the meeting and understood that it 
was a meeting of the citizens of our city and neighborhood 
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who were interested in this cause at that time. Mr. Martin 
would unquestionably be able to tell whether or not it 
should be formally and specifically designated as such J but 
I hate to testify to facts that properly belong to him. 

8161 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, don’t you know whether 
or not it was a meeting of the Johnstown Citizens’ 

Committee? 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, this is the fourth time 
he said — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was the meeting at the Sunnehanna 
Country Club, Sunday afternoon, a meeting of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Moore: Again 1 object to the same question. 

Mr. Rose: A different meeting. 

Mr. Moore: He said, covering all the meetings he did hot 
know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead, tell us, if you 
know. 

The Witness: Well, I know it was a meeting of Johps- 
town citizens, and 1 know that I recognized the members 
of the Executive Committee there, and I know that I rec¬ 
ognized the chairman of the committee there, the man w|ho 
had been nominated and elected as the chairman of t|he 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, and that I previously testi¬ 
fied to, but I again, I must state that I decline to label the 
meeting with the particular nature, because I at that time 
was not and never was the chairman of the Executive Cojn- 
mittee, or the chairman of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, and I was in attendance, but I certainly would 

8162 not want to say whether that was a meeting of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, when I asked you whether tljie 
Executive Committee made a report of its activities to tl|ie 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, I believe you said th<kt 
such a report had been made at the Sunnehanna Country 
Club meeting? A. Did I not say that such a report was 
made at the Monday evening meeting at the Sunnehanna 
Club? 

Q. I don’t recall. j 

Tell us. A. Mv testimonv is here. 
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Q. Tell us which is your testimony. Did you say it was 
the Monday evening? The Monday evening at the Sunne- 
hanna Country Club? A. My testimony is here. 

Q. Can’t you tell us — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xot what the testimony is, tell 
us what the fact is. 

The Witness: Yes, T said that the Monday evening, I 
intended to say at the Monday evening meeting, Mr. Mar¬ 
tin in behalf of the Executive Committee, made a certain 
report, and I judge that he was reporting in behalf of the 
Executive Committee, as the chairman of such committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) But, you can’t tell us, as I un- 

8163 derstand you, whether or not that Monday evening 
meeting at the Sunnolianna Country Club, was a 

meeting of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Moore: That is the sixth time now, Mr. Examiner, 
I object to the question. There must be some limit. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) After the Monday evening meeting 
at the Sunnehanna Country Club, did the Executive Com¬ 
mittee ever make any report to the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee. 

Mr. Moore: I object to that. The witness has already 
answered it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: May we know whether he means a report in 
writing or an oral report? 

Mr. Rose: I said any report, I believe. 

Trial Examiner Bloom He may answer. 

The Witness: That I do not know. 

Q. (By ill*. Rose) Did you ever ask any member of the 
Executive Committee to make a report of its activities to 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. No, I never made 
such a request. 

Q. Did you ever make such a suggestion at a meeting of 
the Executive Committee? 

8164 Mr. Moore: I object to that. He said he never 
made a request to make a report. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 
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Mr. Moore: Now, the question is did lie ask any mem¬ 
ber — I am sorry, I didn’t hear your ruling. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You mentioned the name, I believe, 
Mr. Stanton, “Ray Sprigel”. I think you said it 4 r as 
spelled S-p-r-i-g-e-1? A. Yes? 

Mr. Moore: Can you tell me where that is, please? 

Mr. Rose: Page 11904. 

Mr. Moore: 904? 

Mr. Rose: 904. 

Mr. Moore: May we have the question? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question and 
answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) "Will you tell us where you met this Air. 
Ray Sprigel you refer to? A. T met him at the Duquesne 
Club in Pittsburgh. 

Q. Who is he, do you know? A. I don’t know as a fact 
who he is. 

Q. Do you know whether he is a reporter for the Pitts¬ 
burgh Post — is that — 

Mr. Moore: Now, there again, Mr. Examiner, he said he 
don’t know who he is. Now, he asks him if he knows 
8165 he is a reporter for a paper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec¬ 
tion, Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose: Well, Mr. Examiner, that might refresh his 
recollection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom*. Well, it may not, he says Jie 
doesn’t know. It may be, it might refresh his recollection 
if the man says he doesn’t know or doesn’t remember, but 
when a man negatives his knowledge, he has negatived ;t. 

The Witness: I am perfectly willing to testify that I do 
recall that he is a reporter, but I don’t know what paper 
he is on. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know who invited him to at¬ 
tend the meeting at which he was present? A. No, I do not 
know that. 

Q. Do you know whether at that time he was employed 
by Mr. Ketchum’s firm? A. T don’t know that. 

Q. During the month of June, 1937, Mr. Stanton, were 
you a member of the Ministerial Association in Johnstowrl? 
A. Yes, I was. 
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Q. Do you recall whether or not about June 21st, 1937, 
you signed a letter sent by the Ministerial Assoeia- 

8166 tion to Governor Earle? A. Yes, T recall that. I 
wish I might see the letter. I signed some kind of 

a communication that was to be sent to Governor Earle, 
and I am not sure how it was sent, whether it was a letter 
or a telegram. 

Q. Are you sure that it was sent? A. I am not sure that 
it was sent. I do recall that I signed something. 

Mr. Rose: 'Will you mark this, please? 

(Thereupon the document above referred to was marked 
Board’s Exhibit 283 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I show you Board’s Exhibit 283 for 
identification and ask whether you can tell us what that is? 

Mr. Moore: What was the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Well now, I think the question is a little ob¬ 
jectionable, unless we explain to Mr. Stanton — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you ever seen this docu¬ 
ment before? 

The Witness: No, I have — I — 

Mr. Moore: You mean by that, Mr. Examiner, the 

8167 exact document? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: I am not sure whether this is the exact 
document, this part of it, or whether this is a copy of it, 
but — 

Mr. Moore: Well, just a moment, please, Mr. Stanton, 
before you go further, let’s see what it is. 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t hear what Mr. Moore said. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think that the letter has been quali¬ 
fied or that he should be permitted to testify regarding the 
letter. You have submitted it for identification. When 
the letter has been identified, why then, questions may be 
asked regarding it, but not now. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I am asking him to identify it, if he can. 

Mr. Moore: I don't think your questions are intended to, 
I wouldn’t say — 
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Mr. Rose: Well, I did that with almost three hundred 
exhibits, Mr. Moore. 

The Witness: What is the question ? 

Mr. Rose: Well, the date of the letter, if it is signed, 
by whom it is purported to be signed, would be sufficient for 
identification. Identification simply means something so 
we will know what we are talking about when we read the 
letter later on. 

8168 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, can you identify Boardl’s 
Exhibit 283 for Identification by date? A. Yes, tljis 

date is the date that the meeting was held on, I remember 
that, and what — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Reverend — 

Mr. Moore: We just want the date, Mr. Stanton. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Counsel has shown you a docu¬ 
ment marked Board’s Exhibit 283 for Identification con¬ 
sisting of two pages, the first page bears at the top the 
words 44 Ministerial Association”, it bears the date Jure 
21, 1937, and on the second page there are certain signa¬ 
tures; have you ever seen this document before? 

Mr. Moore: Are they signatures, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, it is quite obvious that they 
are signatures. Have you ever seen this document before, 
and when I say 44 this document” I mean either the firs|t 
page or the second page? 

The Witness: Yes, I am sure that I have seen the second 
page at least as far down to the point as where my namte 
appears. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that your signature? 

The Witness: This is my signature. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: And I cannot say that this is the 

8169 original document that I signed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you mean by 

that— 

The Witness: That this is the exact copy, I don’t know 
that it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am afraid you said some} 
thing there that you didn’t quite mean; do you mean thalj 
the signature “John II. Stanton” appearing on the secj 
ond page is your signature? I 
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The Witness: That is my signature, but you see if this 
were all on the same page — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute, you are now re¬ 
ferring to the first page when you say “if this’’? 

The Witness: I am referring to the signatures. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

The Witness: If the signatures appeared on this page. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the first page? 

The Witness: On the first page. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Following the typewritten matter, then I 
would be reasonably sure that having signed my signature 
there, this must be the thing I signed, but since it is in two 
parts I recognize my signature but I could not say that this 
second part of it here is the thing that I signed, 
8170 although — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the second part 
or the first part? 

The Witness: That the first part is the exact copy that 
I signed. 

Mr. Rose: Can I have the Tribune of June 21st, if you 
have it? 

Mr. Moore: Will you see if we have it? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I show you Respondents’ Exhibit for 
Identification, Xo. 78, a copy of the Johnstown Tribune of 
June 21, 1937, and direct your attention to page 11— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, might I see that 
offer again— 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I show you Respondents’ Exhibit for 
Identification Xo. 78, a copy of the Johnstown Tribune of 
June 21, 1937, and direct your attention to page 11, the 
fifth column on that page, and ask you to refresh your rec¬ 
ollection, if you can, as to whether or not Board’s Exhibit 
283 for Identification is a copy or the original of the letter 
sent to Governor Earle by the Ministerial Association. 

(Respondents’ Exhibit Xo. 78 for Identification was 
passed to the witness.) 

Mr. Moore: Well, I appreciate your ruling, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, but I don’t think that is a fair question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 
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8171 Mr. Moore: How can he refresh his memory and 
now state, because an item or an article or anything 
that purports to be a letter, appears in the newspaper, that 
what has been submitted as Board’s Exhibit No. 283 for 
Identification is correct? I can’t see — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, please, 
ill*. Moore: It is not refreshing his memory. 


(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, just a minute — 

The Witness: Pardon me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection to 
the form of the question. 

Mr. Moore: Now, I should say that this is not the way to 
get that letter in evidence. I am perfectly willing to have 
the letter in evidence, I haven’t read it, I am perfectly 
willing to have it in evidence without reading it, providing 
I know that it is accurate. There is a way of proving jthe 
letter and that is call upon the Governor’s office and jlet 
it be testified to that that was what was received, call ujjion 
some one who typed the letter, the secretary of the asso¬ 
ciation or some one who knows, and let him testify tljiat 
that first page is the letter. i 

You have a peculiar situation. You have a letter 
8172 without a signature on the bottom of it and all the 
signatures are attached. 

Mr. Rose: I think that is your conclusion, Mr. Moore] 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think it is my conclusion, it shows 
right on the face of it that there isn’t a signature on tne 
page on which the letter is typed. More than that, this 
witness signed his name, he says it appears there, signed 
the second name, and he tells you that he does not kn<}w 
whether the other people did, that is the inference, Jie 
doesn’t know whether the other people signed. 

There is nothing in evidence to show that he saw them 
sign. 

I don’t see how he can be expected to testify that that is 
the letter that was sent. 

Mr. Rose: He can certainly tell us whether that is a copy 
of it. I have shown him the newspaper, he certainly caln 
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tell us whether or not the newspaper has a copy of the 
letter. 

Mr. Moore: The letter does not purport, Mr. Examiner, 
to be a copy. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is nothing pending 
now. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, with reference to Re- 

8173 spondcnts’ Exhibit 78 for Identification, could you 
tell us whether on page 10 there is a copy of a letter 

which was sent to the Governor by the Ministerial Associa¬ 
tion? 

Mr. Moore: I submit — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Moore: I submit it is an unfair question — excuse me. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you compare Board Exhibit 283 
for Identification with Respondents’ Exhibit 78 for Iden¬ 
tification? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, the comparison will show 
nothing except that the comparison may show that one is 
in accord with the other. Why take time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I can’t see how that will get us 
any further along towards finding out whether he knows 
Board Exhibit 283 was or was not sent to the Governor, 
or is the letter that was sent to the Governor, if one was 
sent. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I believe lie testified that there was a 
letter sent to the Governor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, he says he doesn’t know 
whether it went by letter or telegram, I think you w’ill 
find that is the testimony. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think I can ask him whether that news¬ 
paper, Respondents’ Exhibit 78 for Identification — 

8174 Trial Examiner Bloom: Is what? 

Mr. Rose: Is a copy of what was sent to the Gov¬ 
ernor by the Ministerial Association. 

Mr. Moore: Only when you produce what is the original 
and ask him to make comparison, we can do that — 

Mr. Rose: Well, he may know, he certainly knew what 
he read in the paper. When you showed him a proclama¬ 
tion of the Mayor — 

Mr. Moore: I know, but the best evidence is the letter 
or the telegram, that was — 




BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4223 


the 

the 


the 

the 


die 


Trial Examiner Bloom: But 1 understand, Mr. Rose, ^ T ou 
are offering this paper not to show that this man read 
something or said something, but you are actually offering 
this document as something that was sent. Now, the docu¬ 
ment or the exhibit that was introduced on behalf of 
respondents being something that this man read in 
papers was not offered as a fact at all, except as something 
that he read in the paper. 

It seems to me that there is a distinction between 
two types of offers. Do you know, Reverend, who was 
Secretary of the Ministerial Association? 

8175 The Witness: Yes, I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who? 

The Witness: The Reverend Fred Edmond. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does he customarily hail) 
correspondence for the Association? 

The Witness: At that time he was the Secretary ^nd 
therefore he would have been handling the correspondence 
for the Association at the time he was the Secretary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He was? 

The Witness: But he is not now. 

Mr. Moore: How is that name spelled, please, Mr. Stan¬ 
ton, Edmond? 

The Witness: It is, I think it is, E-d-m-o-n-d. 

Mr. Moore: That is the way it is signed. 

Mr. Rose: Do you know the first name? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Frank, I think. 

The Witness: F. A. Edmond, E-d-m-o-n-d. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did any one ask you 
your name on the second page of Board Exhibit 
Identification? 

The Witness: This sheet of paper was left lying on the 
desk there at the Ministerial Association meeting, and those 
who wanted to sign it voluntarily were permitted to s|gn 
it, and I signed my name there as it appears. 

8176 Trial Examiner Bloom: Was the paper attached 
to any other paper at the time you signed it? 

The Witness: Well, that I don’t recall. 

Mr. Rose: Well, may I, Mr. Examiner — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, certainly. 


to 
283 for 


sign 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, you didn’t or did you, sign your 
name to just a blank piece of paper? A. Yes, I signed my 
name to just this blank piece of paper here. 

Q. Well, why did you sign your name on just the blank 
piece of paper? A. Because — pardon me. 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it doesn’t 
get us anywhere, if we can develop the whole circumstances 
of the meeting, what was done, then we may be able to pass 
upon something. A man might sign his name on a blank 
piece of paper and have a perfectly good reason for it. 

Mr. Rose: Certainly this man wasn’t just signing his 
name on a piece of paper, he must have known what he 
was signing for. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why don't you ask him, let’s 
find out. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What did you sign your name 
8177 for? A. Well, the content of a message which was 
to be conveyed to the Governor had been road pub¬ 
licly to the Ministers that were there assembled, and then 
it was explained that those who wished to subscribe their 
names to that message which was being conveyed to the 
Governor might sign their names to the paper which would 
be left there on the desk, and I cannot say that that was 
attached when I signed it, and I cannot say that that is the 
original. I do not know that that was the original, that that 
is the original sheet that I signed. I simply don’t know it. 

I know that this is my signature, I know that the con¬ 
tent of this message was read before us and those of us who 
subscribed to it were asked to sign our names there, and 
I see my name but — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you do this, please, Rev¬ 
erend, read over the first page of Board’s Exhibit 283 for 
Identification and tell us whether or not that is the message 
that was read to the Association. 

817S Mr. Moore: Well, he, I don’t think I understand 
that, Mr. Examiner, if you mean it literally, because 
he, as I understood, did not say that the exact message was 
read. I understood him to say that the substance of what 
would be conveyed in the message, was stated and agreed 
to. I may be wrong. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if I am in error, why, 
please tell me, please say so. 
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The Witness: Well, it was my understanding that the 
message was read to us that was to be conveyed to the Gov¬ 
ernor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, with that in mind, rjead 
that first page and tell us whether or not that was ithe 
message that was read to you ? 

The Witness: I have read it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You have? 

The Witness: I read it now, yes, I read before. I am 
ready to answer. 

Mr. Moore: What he said, Mr. Examiner, is that he 
couldn’t tell. I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, maybe having read it 
over and having the whole situation brought to his mi^id, 
he is now in a position to tell. 

The Witness: Well, what is it that they want me to 
tell? 

8179 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we don’t want }ou 
to tell anything, we are only asking you whether this 
is the message that was read, whether this is what was rqad 
to the Ministerial Association. 

The Witness: I see. Well, the wording of this docu¬ 
ment, message, which I have in mind, appears to be very 
similar to the wording that was read to us at the Minis¬ 
terial Association, as I recall it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And, when you signed your name to 
the paper, you intended that the message to the Governor, 
right at the meeting at which you have described, should 
be sent to the Governor, is that correct? A. That is true. 

Mr. Moore: What is the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question apd 
answer as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: You mean, when he signed the name to the 
second sheet he intended that the message that was read 10 
the meeting should go to the Governor? 

Mr. Rose: Why, of course, Mr. Examiner. On the papdr 
he put his name at the meeting. 

Mr. Moore: Well, there are two papers. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, I think the question an|d 
the answer are perfectly clear. I 
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8180 Mr. Rose: I didn’t hear the answer. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last answer as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Rose: I will offer in evidence Board’s Exhibit No. 
283 for Identification. 

Is there any objection ? 

Mr. Moore: No, I haven’t seen it. Let me look at the 
signature. 

(Mr. Moore examined the document in question.) 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think the letter has been properly 
qualified. It is a very unusual situation. The letter, as I 
said, is on one sheet, the signature is on the other. It is a 
very easy matter to have, if anyone wished to, substitute 
the second sheet over the signature. The first sheet is not 
in any way initialed. I find no mark on it that appears to 
me to have been on there when the letter was mailed, if il 
was mailed. The secretary of the association might be able 
to tell us. Certainly it has not been shown that it was re¬ 
ceived at the Governor’s office except for the stamp. 

Mr. Rose: Certainly, Mr. Examiner, the testimony of 
the witness qualifies this document, at least to show what 
happened and what was the message that was read at the 
meeting of the Ministerial Association. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if this witness 

8181 knows positively that the language on the first page 
of the exhibit was what was read at the meeting, I 

think the problem would disappear, but I question whether 
the witness has expressed himself definitely as that. 

Mr. Moore: There are some words in here that—ex¬ 
cuse me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore’s point is well taken, 
and there is no definite showing that the first page is ac¬ 
tually the page that was sent. Since the secretary of the 
meeting, or the Association, is still available—or, am I as¬ 
suming that he is still available? 

The Witness: Yes, he is still available. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is he still living in Johnstown? 

The Witness: Yes, he is still living in Johnstown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it would be a very simple 
matter to bring in the secretary, and then we can ascertain 
definitely whether or not this is the letter that was sent. 
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I will sustain the objection, unless you care to withdraw 
the offer until you produce him. 

Mr. Rose: Well, of course, sustaining the objection 
doesn’t prejudice our right to renew the offer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, except, having sustained 
an objection at this time, if you bring in another 

8182 witness, you might have to go over the whole thing 
all over again, where, if you merely withdraw the 

document, you would put in further testimony by other 
witnesses. It simply means that it might clutter up (the 
record with a repetition of testimony. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a short discussion ensued off the record.' 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, with reference to Respondents’ 
Exhibit 78 for Identification, did you read the— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Rose. I don’t 
think we settled definitely whether you are withdrawing tne 
offer or are going to rest on the sustaining of the objection. 
It makes just this difference: that if you are offering the 
document and the objection is sustained, then the document 
is to be delivered to the reporter, in accordance with tljie 
instructions concerning rejected documents that I an¬ 
nounced sometime in December, when we were in Balti* 
more. In other words, as I stated at that time, all docu¬ 
ments that are rejected will be left with the reporter. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I have no objection to leaving it wit^i 
the reporter, whether I withdraw it or don’t withdraw 
it. ! 

8183 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, listen, don’t 
let’s quibble over it. The procedure is that, if the 

document be rejected, it be left with the reporter. I just; 
want to know so that the record will be straight. 

Mr. Rose: All right, I withdraw the offer at this time.) 
Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Rose: Will you read the last question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth as follow’s: 


4228 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOAKD. 


“Q. Well, with reference to Respondents’ Exhibit 78 
for Identification, did you read the—”) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) —did you read the fifth column on 
page 11, to which I direct your attention? 

Mr. Moore: May I have the question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Well, after he has read it, the answer will 
be yes. 

Mr. Rose: Then we will know that he read it. 

Mr. Moore: That is how far along we will be. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Maybe the man can’t read, I 
don’t know, let’s find out from the witness, whether 
8184 he has read it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, my point is that there is no 
time fixed, and of course after he has read it, of course, his 
answer will be yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, then we will see what 
the next question is. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Have you read it? A. I can read, 
and I have finished reading it. 

Mr. Rose: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assumed so. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall whether or not you 
read that in the newspaper on June 21st, 1937, or there¬ 
after, prior to the time you read it here, of course? A. 
Yes. I think undoubtedly I read it at that time. 

Mr. Moore: What is the date of that, please, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: June 21st. I offer the fifth column on page 
11 of Respondents’ Exhibit 78 for Identification, in evi¬ 
dence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: For what purpose, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: To show what this man read in the news¬ 
paper, state of mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How does that show a state of 
mind ? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think the news item, which is 
81S5 printed in that column, reflects this man’s state of 
mind as of that time. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t want to state the substance of £he 
column, I think it reflects his state of mind just as much 
as the proclamation of the Mayor, which was put in for 
that purpose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, no, the Mayor’s proclama¬ 
tion, or rather, there is no Mayor’s proclamation in evi¬ 
dence. There is something that this man read in the paper, 
which he thought was the Mayor’s proclamation. He relad 
this thing in the paper and it had a certain effect upon hi|m. 
Because of having read this thing, he thereupon did some¬ 
thing else, or stated something else. I think that w|as 
rather clear at the time the offer was made. I can’t slee 
how this present offer would go to that at all, Mr. Rose. | 

Mr. Rose: Well, this is something which he read. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he read it, but I am not 
going to admit in evidence that this man read in the course 
of his lifetime or even during the strike. It is only if the 
thing that he read may have had some bearing on his fu¬ 
ture conduct. That would be absurd, if you -would simply 
say that the man read this and therefore it is qualified. 
You recall the other day there, you said there has to be a 
limit; of course there is a limit, and the limitation, I 
8186 think, is imposed on whether or not the man who 
read the statement developed a course of conduct cjn 
the basis of the reading, and it has to be shown that he dild 
develop sucli a course of conduct. Your present offejr 
stops with the fact that he read it, and that alone, I think, 
is not sufficient. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think his direct testimony showed a 
course of conduct, showed what he did in connection with 
the shutting down of the plant, and this news item concern's 
that very materially. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is the point I madli 
at the outset, Mr. Rose, that your offer here is the actua[l 
letter or item itself, which is the fact. You want to sho\^ 
now this fact, that a letter was sent. 

Mr. Rose: I am not offering it for that purpose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As distinguished from the fac 

Mr. Rose: I am not offering it for that purpose. i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what purpose are you of 
fering it for? Possibly I don’t understand. 
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Mr. Rose: Simply to show this man’s state of mind on 
the direct testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, how would the fact that 
he read that show anything about his state of mind’ 
S187 Mr. Rose: Well, he has testified that he took cer¬ 
tain steps and said certain things protesting against 
the closing of the mills, that other people did the same 
thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, it becomes impor¬ 
tant to find out whether or not, we will assume, he actually 
signed his name to a particular letter, and it is the letter 
itself which thereupon becomes the fact that becomes im¬ 
portant. 

Mr. Moore: More than that, Mr. Examiner, I point out 
to you that the record shows that the meeting, the two meet¬ 
ings or three meetings, whatever the number is, at the Sun- 
nehanna Country Club had been held before that appeared 
in the newspaper. 

No, I think that is not quite right, I think one of them 
had been, this is in the afternoon paper, the 21st, and that 
the only thing really that was done after that, after the 
21st, was the publication, I think that is all the record 
shows, of the “We Protest” ad. 

Mr. Rose: Very well, Mr. Examiner, I don’t want to 
take up all this time, I will withdraw the offer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t let’s take up too much 
time on it because it should be a very simple matter to get 
Mr. Edmond in here and ask him whether or not he 
8188 sent the letter. 

Mr. Rose: Before you declare a recess, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, I don’t know whether this should be on the record 
or off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What? 

Mr. Rose: 1 think we would save considerable time if 
this witness communicated, would you permit him to com¬ 
municate with Mr. Edmond and find out? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I haven’t any objection, I don’t sup¬ 
pose that there is any need of any introduction of Mr. Rose 

or anv one to Mr. Edmond in a case of this sort. 

* 

Mr. Rose: I have a feeling that Reverend Stanton might 
know Reverend Edmond a little better than I do. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I dislike to have to throw the re¬ 
sponsibility onto Mr. Stanton. 
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Mr. Rose: I am not throwing any responsibility. 

Mr. Moore: If he is willing to accept it, that is one th}ng. 

Mr. Rose: I think, I thought it would be a way of saving 
time, if counsel doesn’t want to do it, very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, counsel has no objection, 
as I understand. 

Mr. Rose: Well, he certainly seems to have and we still 
don’t know whether the witness has any objections. 

8189 Mr. Moore: No, I prefer— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s ask the witness. 

Mr. Moore: I prefer to keep our skirts entirely clean, 
so to speak, and above reproach. I don’t want to have Mr. 
Stanton make inquiry and then come back and say sonie- 
thing and anybody infer from that that anything has hap¬ 
pened. I would rather be kept entirely free and Mr. Ed¬ 
mond does not know what we want until you take it u^. 
Any information you get will come from Mr. Edmond ai{d 
not from us. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think— 

Mr. Moore: My only point is that I would rather Mr. 
Edmond make his answer to the Board. i 

Mr. Rose: I simply suggested a procedure similar t|> 
what Mr. Moore suggested in connection with the resolu¬ 
tion, as to calling Mr. Geis. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore made no such sug 
gestion, the witness of his own initiative told Mr. Geis 
that is my recollection. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t understand the statement. My only 
suggestion in calling Mr. Geis was because he is the man 
who offered the resolution. 

Mr. Rose: That’s right. I 

Mr. Moore: Suggested, I mean this, that I said that Ij 
would do it in order to put the correct telegram in the 
record. 

8190 Mr. Rose: Certainly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let me ask you this, 
if Reverend Stanton should call Reverend Edmond— 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me, Mr. Broun says he understood 
Mr. Rose to say that I asked Mr. Stanton to call Mr. Geis. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think that is correct. 

Mr. Broun: I understood there was a possible inference 
of that sort. What Mr. Moore said was at the time the 
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question came up of putting in the resolution, which was 
adopted at the meeting of June 17th, that since there was 
some doubt about the copy which Mr. Stanton brought he, 
Mr. Moore, would try to call Mr. Geis so that it could be 
properly qualified. 

Mr. Rose: Well, prior— 

Mr. Broun: That may be what Mr. Rose meant, if so, 
all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think that the record 
shows that the suggestion was made to the witness by Mr. 
Moore that he call Mr. Geis. As I recall it, Mr. Moore did 
not know whether he would try to introduce the document 
through this witness or Mr. Geis, that if he couldn’t intro¬ 
duce it through this witness, because of this witness’ 

8191 lack of knowledge, and he would then call Mr. Geis 
to qualify the resolution. That is my recollection 

of it. 

Mr. Moore: I think I said— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then the witness came back 
yesterday morning and said that he had undertaken him¬ 
self to phone Mr. Geis and wanted to know whether there 
was anything improper about it, and I think that is the 
whole story. 

Mr. Moore: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the thing is reallv not 
worth wasting all this time on. Mr. Edmond can be gotten 
in here as a witness. 

Mr. Rose: All right, very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And he can identify it or not 
identify it, and if he can’t, possibly he can tell us who can 
and we can dispose of the whole thing very simply. 

If the man does not know if this is the document or not, 
he just simply does not know, that is all. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I might add this, that if the Board 
wishes to have this document in evidence before it com¬ 
pletes the cross-examination with Mr. Stanton, I am per¬ 
fectly willing to have Mr. Stanton’s cross-examination in¬ 
terrupted and have the other witness called and have 

8192 the document identified and he can complete his 
cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want to do that ! 

Mr. Shawe: We will try during the recess. 
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.Mr. Rose: We will try. 

The Witness: I would be glad to help you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wish you would, it might sim¬ 
plify matters. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you see if he would be free to comej up 
here at two o’clock? 

Mr. Moore: Well, that, of course, is just what I am ob¬ 
jecting to, I don't want to be in any way responsible, di¬ 
rectly or indirectly, for any witness called by the Board or 
anything that is done. 

Mr. Rose: 1 don’t understand such statements. 

Mr. Moore: If Mr. Edmond says he can’t come, he 
doesn’t have— 

The Witness: Well, I am— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are not asking you— 

Mr. Rose: We are not asking you to do anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you call Reverend ijkl- 
mond and ask him if he could come up here at two o’clock, 
that this is a request coming from the Trial Examiner, i|ot 
the attorneys, and that I can’t guarantee it, but that I 
would imagine that he would not be here over a few 
8193 minutes? 

Mr. Moore: Now, it is understood that he is hot 
to state the purpose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Nothing whatever. 

Mi-. Moore: As to the coming? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, that he is to come up here 
and that questions that will be asked of him probably w 11 
not take very much time. 

The Witness: You so direct me to do that, do you? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not directing you, I have 
no power, of course, to direct you to do anything, it js 
merely a request to save time and I might add that if this 
document goes into evidence now and the Board can astk 
you questions, it might possibly save you the trouble of 
coming back here at some subsequent time, but that, of 
course, does not figure in my request at all. This is purely 
a request that I am making of you if you care to do it. It 
is in no sense a direction or an order. 

The Witness: I see. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I want you to understand that 
very clearly, and you might also tell Reverend Edmond that 
it is likewise— 
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The Witness: Voluntary? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is purely a request to 
8194 him and in no sense a direction, in no sense an order, 
I have no such power. 

All right, two o’clock. 

(Thereupon, at 12:35 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
until two o’clock p. m.) 


8199 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, after recess, at 
2:15 o’clock p.m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. The witness has informed me that he has been un¬ 
able to get in touch with Mr. Edmond. 

Proceed, Mr. Rose. 

John K. Stanton resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, having been previously duly 
sworn, was examined and testified further as follows: 

Cross Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall, Mr. Stanton, whether 
there was a discussion at the meeting of the Ministerial As¬ 
sociation which you have referred to of another letter to 
Governor Earle? A. Yes, 1 do recall that there was a dis¬ 
cussion at that meeting and it pertained to another letter 
that had been drafted. 

Q. Well, could you tell us who spoke about the second 
letter? A. I recall that I for one spoke in favor of the sec¬ 
ond letter and I think that Dr. Nicely in behalf of this sec¬ 
ond letter. 

Q. And what did you say about the second letter? 
S200 Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I don’t want to inter¬ 
fere, but I would feel very much satisfied if we could 
know more about the conference and not dip into it in the 
middle. 

Now you started right in on the discussion of the second 
letter. We don’t know about the discussion of the first let¬ 
ter. Might it not be better if we could know more about 
what the conference was, why it was called, and what the 
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purpose was? It will save bringing it out on cross exam¬ 
ination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is rather sketchy at 
present time, Mr. Rose, we don’t know when this meeting 
was held, where it was held and who was present. 

8201 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, can you tell us about wljien 
this meeting was held? A. Yes, the meeting \jras 

held on Monday, the 21st of June, and I think it was a fore¬ 
noon meeting. 

Q. Where was it held ? A. At the Y. M. C. A. 

Q. Now, can you tell us whether you spoke at that meet¬ 
ing about the second letter ? 

Mr. Moore: Now, you are coming right into it. How did 
the meeting happen to be held? Who were there? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us who was present 
Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who was present, do you recall, at tl^is 
meeting? A. The President of the Ministerial Associatiojn, 
at that time, whose name was Reverend Tobias F. Henijy, 
was present, and Irving D. K. Allen was present, and Re|v- 
erend Fred A. Edmond, and Reverend George Nicely, and 
Reverend W. K. Anderson, and, let’s see, — now, I cannot 
name other persons who were present, however. 

8202 Q. Do you know whether that was a special meet¬ 
ing of that Association or a regular meeting? A. 

believe that the meeting was a special meeting. 

Q. Now, can you tell us what you said with reference t|o 
the second letter? 

Mr. Moore: If anything. 

Mr. Rose: He said he said something, he said he spoke. 
Mr. Moore: Well, we are talking about something, Mil*. 
Examiner, we don’t know what the second letter was. 
don’t like to — 

i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Maybe we can find out, if you le^; 
the witness tell us, maybe we can find out. I don’t know, j 
Mr. Moore: I would like to know what the meeting wa| 
called for, let’s hear the whole story, who spoke and what he 
said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, tell us about the meet¬ 
ing, Mr. Witness. 

The Witness: This witness was called by the President 
of the Ministerial Association for the purpose of sending! 
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a letter of protest to Governor Earle, because of the closing 
of the mills here in Johnstown, and at this meeting, which 
was attended by, I would say at least twenty of the min¬ 
isters of the city and surrounding boroughs,— 

S203 Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. Do you 
have Board’s Exhibit 283 for Identification? The 
document that was withdrawn. Would you be good enough 
to look at the second page of that and see whether, after an 
examination of the second page, you can tell us whether any 
other persons were present. 

The Witness: Well, I couldn’t say from my personal 
knowledge that all of these persons were present at that 
meeting, I take it for granted that they were because their 
names were signed here upon this sheet. 

S2D-4- Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course, that sheet 
is not in evidence. Will you call off the names of the 
persons whom you think were present, if there are any 
others than those whom you have already named? 

Mr. Moore: Well, may I interrupt just to make sure that 
Mr. Stanton does not base his statement upon the fact that 
the names are signed there because there is nothing to show 
that those names were affixed at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought I made that very clear, 
this is purely for the purpose of refreshing your recollec¬ 
tion, for showing you the names of persons, various min¬ 
isters apparently, and in looking over their names, whether 
you can recall if any of those individuals were present at 
this meeting that you are telling us about. 

The Witness: Well, besides those that I have mentioned, 
I recall that Reverend H. A. Bailey was there and Reverend 
C. A. Owens. I don’t remember of having seen all of these 
persons. I don’t remember their faces and having seen 
them there at that day, because this was quite a group of 
men. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: But I have named more that 1 do 
8205 have reason to know were there because of some¬ 
thing that they said to me or T said to them, or some 
part which they took in the proceedings that day. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Could you tell us now what you said 
with reference to the second letter at that meeting? 
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Mr. Moore: Might we have him finish the answer to |the 
question, Mr. Examiner, to your question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he finished. 

Mr. Rose: He had. 

Mr. Moore: You interrupted him, as 1 thought, to 
about the names. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right, now he has told jus 
about the names, probably he has finished telling us about 
the names of the persons. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, but you interrupted. The previous 
question was to tell us about the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right, go-ahead and finish 
up and tell us about it. 

The 'Witness: Well, as I previously stated, this meeting 
was called for the purpose of protesting to Governor Eaijle 
because of his closing of the mills and after the Ministers 
were assembled, the President of the Ministerial Associa¬ 
tion whose name is Reverend T. F. Henry opened the meet¬ 
ing and stated there the purpose. 

8206 He said that he had come together with this espe¬ 
cially called meeting this morning and because of 
the fact that the mills, our steel mills, had been closed by the 
order, edict, of the Governor of our State, and that he did 
not know that there was any action that we ought to tak|>, 
but he thought that we, that it was proper that we, shoul|d 
come together to decide if we wanted to take some action and 
protest of the thing that the Governor had done, and to the 
best of my knowledge, after that I think Reverend W. K. 
Anderson proposed, or offered a proposed communication 
which he suggested we might wish to sign and send to the 
Governor as expressing our protest, and after that I arosk 
and stated that T did not feel that this proposed communi¬ 
cation T)r. Anderson had just read was quite strong enough, 
that it did not embody the real sentiments which T felt that 
most of the Ministers there felt and that I had another letter 
that I wished to send to the Governor or wanted to submit 
to the Ministers that we send to the Governor and so I theri 
offered this second proposed message, and after some dis-j 
cussion about them, why, the messages were left there. 

They were signed. That is practically all I remember) 
about the meeting. It was a short meeting. 
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8207 Mr. Moore: I wasn't quite sure of the very last 
part, just the very last part of the answer. 

(The reporter repeated the answer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ro-se) Do you know whether both letters were 
sent to the Governor? A. That I don't know. 

Q. Did you have the second letter or a copy of it pre¬ 
pared when you went to the meeting? A. No, I am pretty 
certain that I wrote it there after hearing—I wrote it 
there after hearing this one. 

Mr. Moore: Do you mean by that the first one? 

The Witness: Yes. 

8208 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you sign the second letter 
also? A. Yes, I wrote it, and if I did not sign it, it 

was an oversight. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Before you go on to your redi¬ 
rect— 

(At this point the Trial Examiner called counsel to¬ 
gether for a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose — vou had finished? 

* 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Stanton, before we go back, 
may we try to have full understanding of what happened 
at that meeting of the Ministers’ Association on June 21st. 
You spoke about or stated that Mr. Hendry, T think you said 
his name was, Tobias Hendry— 

The Reporter: Is it Hendry or Henry? 

The Witness: Henry, H-e-n-r-y, Henry. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) —Henry, spoke and submitted a form 
of letter, and that you then submitted a form of letter. You 
stated also, as I understand you, that you thought 
8200 that you prepared your letter at the meeting, the 
letter that you submitted at the meeting after you 
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had heard what Mr. Henry had said. Did anyone else speak 
before you had submitted your form of letter besides Mr. 
Henry? A. Yes, I want to just correct one thing here. 

Q. Do please. A. I intended to say that Mr. Henry opened 
the meeting and explained the purpose of the meeting land 
that Dr. Anderson submitted this letter, which had tj>een 
previously drafted by him. 

Q. I think you are right, I am mistaken. A. That, a:? ter 
Dr. Anderson had submitted this proposed communication, 
which might be sent to the Governor, why, there may have 
been some discussion in regard to it, but I cannot recall who 
spoke. But, I do remember that then, after whatever dis¬ 
cussion had taken place, I rose and submitted the draft of 
another document that I had written there and I recall that 
after I had finish submitting this, which I wanted to have 
sent to the Governor, Dr. Nicely spoke in behalf of this sjec- 
ond communication, which I had written. 

Q. Well now,— A. And T, well, it is useless for me to try 
and tell who else spoke, because I just can’t remember. I 
wouldn’t be quite certain. It seems as though there -\yas 
another minister spoke after Dr. Nicely, and I was) at 

8210 the point of mentioning his name, and yet I am hot 
certain that he was the one who spoke. 

Q. Now, the letter, or form of letter that you prepared 
and submitted, was written how? 

Had it been typewritten, or was it in longhand? A. !|To, 
no, it was written in longhand. 

Q. Longhand? 

You wrote it out yourself in longhand? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know whether or not the form of letter that 
was submitted by the Rev. W. K. Anderson was in type¬ 
writing or in longhand? A. I think that that was a typed 
letter. 

8211 Q. Do you know whether that had been typed on 
the letterhead of the Association or on plain paper 

or what? A. Well, that I do not know. 

Q. Now, I wasn’t sure, T had the statement read the sec¬ 
ond time and was still in doubt as to what you said was done 
after the discussion had been completed. A. Well, no fdr- 
mal action was taken as to whether we should affix our sig¬ 
natures. if we wanted to, it was all purely voluntary, and 
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no formal action was taken as to whether we should affix 
our signatures to one communication or the other, and so 
this that 1 had written was left there on the table and this 
that Dr. Anderson had written was left there on the table, 
and various ministers signed, some of them signed both, 
some signed one, some the other. 

Q. Well, now, when you say that I am not sure what you 
mean; your letter or form of letter had been written out in 
long-hand; do you mean to sav that some of the members 
affixed their signatures to the form of letter that you had 
drafted, writing on the very paper which you had used for 
the letter? A. Yes, I judge that must have been the case, 
because this which I had written was quite brief, it didn’t 
cover nearly as much as the other one did and there 

8212 would have been room for them to sign that actual 
sheet upon which I had written. 

Q. Xow, in the same way, referring to the other letter, 
how was that signed by any one? I mean, what was the 
manner of signature to that other form of letter which had 
been presented by Mr. Anderson? 

Mr. Hose: That is objected to, I don't know, form of sig¬ 
nature, I don't know what that means. 

Mr. Moore: Well, perhaps I should say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think— 

Mr. Moore: T withdraw Ihe question. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) How was the signature affixed to the 
form of letter which bad been presented by Mr. Anderson, 
bv any one who signed it ? A. Well, I think that inasmuch 
as Dr. Anderson's letter was of such length that it practi¬ 
cally covered one sheet of paper, that a second plain sheet 
of paper was left there for those to sign with the under¬ 
standing that in signing that plain sheet of paper, it related 
to their letter, to this letter which Dr. Anderson had sub¬ 
mitted to us. 

Q. Well, now, how was a decision to be reached, if one 
were to be reached, as to which of the two letters would, in 
fact, be mailed to the Governor as the letter of the 

8213 meeting? 

Mr. Bose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, he 
has already testified that no decision was made at the meet¬ 
ing, he has explained that quite fully. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, can’t you tell us any more 
about it, that is about which letter was to be sent? I 

The Witness: Well, now, I cannot explain that. 

Mr. Moore: I take it, Mr. Examiner, that in view of the 
fact that the offer of Board’s Exhibit 2S3, I think it was, 
for Identification— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Moore: —was withdrawn, that all of the questions and 
answers and statements made with reference to it go out of 
the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not at all. In other words an¬ 
other witness may come in, there may be further testimony 
on it, there is no point to start all over again. The offer ^>f 
the document was withdrawn at that time. 

Mr. Moore: May I have the document, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Stanton, will you read the 
letter again, please, and give me a chance to ask you ques¬ 
tions about it? 


(Board’s Exhibit 283 for Identification was passed to 
witness.) 

8214 


the 


The Witness: I have finished reading it. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know whether or n<j>t 
paragraph number 2 was in any letter or form of letter thc|t 
was submitted to the meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, just a moment, if v^e 
are going to have the letter in evidence, let’s get it in evi¬ 
dence, but we are not going to have discussions about p. 
document that has not been admitted in evidence. 

Mr. Moore: That is just my question, you have question^ 
in here with reference—that is just my point—you hav 
questions here tending to elicit from this witness whether o 
not he approved of that form of letter, and therefore I sa 
that all that should go out or I be allowed to interrogate 
him about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The questions were asked witlj 
a view, obviously, toward qualifying the document. 

Mr. Moore: I know, but I objected to the questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, you objected to th^ 
questions tending toward qualification of a document? 
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Mr. Moore: I object to the questions on the ground that 
they did not tend, were not asked, for the purpose of identi¬ 
fying the letter, and that the letter should have been 

8215 offered before such questions were asked. You over¬ 
ruled by objections and allowed the questions to be 

asked. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, certainly we could 
not just pick out the letter and offer it in evidence, we had 
to find out something about it. Certainly we are entitled to 
find out whether this man has signed it, certainly we are 
entitled to find out what this man knew about it. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, but the question— 

Mr. Rose: If he knew anything about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The contents of the letter are 
not in evidence. 

Mr. Moore: The questions were asked whether he ap¬ 
proved of that letter, and you allowed him to answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he said he didn’t know, 
that is why I did not admit the letter in evidence. Reverend 
Stanton, look at that letter again: now, we have been talk¬ 
ing about it for several hours more or less: what is your 
best opinion at this time as to whether or not that is the let¬ 
ter that was read at the meeting? 

The Witness: My previous testimony shows, I stated, that 
the contents appear to be the same as the one that I heard 
at the meeting. 

8216 Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you reasonably sure 
that it was the same, that is, you say it appears to 

be the same, are you fairly sure of it, or do you have any 
doubts ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, if I may break in, in 
the nature of an objection, the witness has said that a let¬ 
ter was read— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Moore: Now, he says he is reasonably sure that that 
is the letter that he heard. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He hasn’t said that, that is what 
I am asking him. 

Mr. Rose: He hasn’t said that, that is what I would like 
to find out, if I knew that this was the letter— 

Mr. Moore: Well, may we have the question read back 
and the answer, please? 
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8217 Mr. Moore: Well, that is what I had referred to. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I know. Will you please 

wait until the next question is read? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question and an¬ 
swer as above set forth.) 

I 

Mr. Moore: Now, if I may be permitted to make a s|tate- 
ment before the answer. He has now said that there ^vere 
two letters read at the meeting and your question is, the 
letter read— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am talking about Board’s Ex¬ 
hibit 283 for Identification. 

Now, I am not talking about anything else. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is a document, we can’t call it a 
letter. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, call it a document f 

Mr. Moore: And, we don’t know that that document jvas 
read. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is what I wanted to 
find out. You see, if we would let the witness tell us a few 
things, maybe he would tell us. 

Mr. Rose: He testified to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This man seems to be reasonably 
intelligent and he is familiar with these matters. Straighten 
us all out on this, will you please, Reverend? i 

The Witness: Well, my point and the whole dis- 

8218 cussion is that I am reasonably certain that the con¬ 
tents of this message, which I hold in my hand, are 

the same as I heard during this ministers’ meeting, but[ I 
am not certain that this sheet of paper is the same thijng 
that was offered there, physically, that that was it. That 
is the thing that T have been saying right along, I am nlot 
sure that that is the same letter, but the contents sound t]he 
same, but I couldn’t swear that that is the same thing that I 
signed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let me ask you this: y<j>u 
say that you signed a piece of paper, together with otheijs, 
which was to be affixed or annexed to a letter that was to be 
sent, is that correct? 

The Witness: That was my understanding. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is this the letter? In othejr 
words, is this document, Board’s Exhibit 283, the doch- 
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ment that you thought the signatures were to be annexed 
to? 

The Witness: Now, that is not the thing that I am abso¬ 
lutely sure about, because 1 can’t understand how Dr. An¬ 
derson would have had the stationery of the Ministerial As¬ 
sociation and had prepared this on the stationery. He may 
have had it. And, this appears to be the same in substance. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Moore: Well now, Mr. Examiner, I don’t know 

8219 where I stand. I asked a question of the witness and 
you refused to allow it to be answered or allow me 

to ask any more questions, and yet you have asked three or 
four along the same line with reference to the paper, and 1 
have never— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: My questions were asked for the 
purpose of finding out whether we could qualify this docu¬ 
ment. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The contents of the document 
are still not in evidence. 

Mr. Moore: But, the situation is that you have what may 
be claimed to be a great deal of evidence, questions and an¬ 
swers in the record with reference to something that is not 
in evidence and something that is, as it stands, may be of 
damage in so far as I am concerned, and yet I am precluded 
from correcting it. Now, T say that to talk to the witness 
about his approval of the contents of a document that is not 
in evidence, is improper and should be stricken from the 
record, and I therefore move that all testimony with refer¬ 
ence to Board’s Exhibit 283 for Identification, be stricken 
from the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied. 

Mr. Moore: Do I understand that you have ruled that I 
cannot ask this witness if paragraph No. 2, in 

8220 Board’s Exhibit 283 for Identification, was in the 
form of letter that was submitted to the meeting by 

Mr. Anderson? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Until the document is in evi¬ 
dence, that would in my opinion be an improper question. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Stanton. I read you para¬ 
graph No. 2 from Board’s Exhibit 283 for Identification, 
“2. There has been—” 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment, Mr. Moore,] it is 
highly improper to do that. 

Mr. Moore: I must ask the question to get a ruling oh it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have told you that to reaq the 
contents of that letter until the letter is in evidence, to pre¬ 
dicate questions upon the contents of that letter is impro¬ 
per. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am not reading it as a letter in,evi¬ 
dence, 1 am not reading as from a letter in evidence. I am 
reading a paragraph. I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Stanton, I read you the following 
sentence: “There has been far less disorder in the com¬ 
munity than people outside the community may think. The 
big bulk of our citizenry has been going about the streets 
and stores undisturbed.” 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Blo-orn: There is no question. 

8221 Mr. Moore: Am I precluded from asking a ques¬ 
tion? 


Trial Examiner Bloom: I say, there is no question as yet. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I ask you whether, if I may correct 
my statement— 

Mr. Moore: Will you say “two sentences”, Mr. Reporter? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) —whether those two sentences wtere 
as you remember it, in the letter, form of letter that llr. 
Anderson presented and read to the meeting of the miijis- 
ters to which you have referred? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t answer that question. 

Mr. Rose: That is objectionable, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Proceed, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: You mean you will sustain the objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I directed the witness not to an¬ 
swer the question. 

Mr. Moore: Well, you might at least advise me whether^ I 
am to understand that is the sustaining of the objection. 
You direct the witness not to answer— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I directed before— 

Mr. Moore: —before the objection was made. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Moore: Well, am I not entitled to know whether that 
is a ruling, Mr. Examiner? 
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8222 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if that isn't a ruling, 
1 don't know what a ruling is. 11* I direct a witness 

not to answer a question, it certainly would seem to me to 
be a ruling. 

Mr. Moore: Well, but there was no objection made to it 
by counsel before you ruled. 

Trial Examiner Bioom: That is all right. If a question 
is made, which, in my opinion, is highly improper and made 
in disregard of a previous instruction I have given to coun¬ 
sel. I certainly am entitled to tell the witness not to an¬ 
swer that question, and I have told him. 

Mr. Moore: Well, 1 also think it is improper for this wit¬ 
ness, over my objection, to be allowed to state that he ap¬ 
proved the contents of any letter, when the letter hasn’t 
been shown to be anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Stanton, you stated on your cross 
examination in response to a question by counsel for the 
Board, something to the effect, I think that Mr. Evans 
lived two blocks away from you up at Westmont. Can you 
give me any idea about how long a block is f 

Mr. Rose: Oh, I object to that, Mr. Examiner. It is im¬ 
material. Finally Mr. Moore wants a guess. 

Mr. Moore: Why, the question, Mr. Examiner, was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know, he may 

8223 have measured it. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Why, I am terribly bad at estimat¬ 
ing things like that. I don’t know whether it is, it may be an 
eighth of a mile, T would say. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, referring to the meeting at the 
Fort Stanwix Hotel on Sunday afternoon, June 13th, when 
was Mr. Evans invited to attend that meeting? At what 
time, I mean, was the invitation extended to him? 

Mr. Rose: I think that has been covered in the direct, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I don’t care so much about the par¬ 
ticular hour, or the minute. A. I think that after calling 
the Mayor and one or two of these other men, that I called 
Mr. Evans. 
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8224 Q. You think that was before the meeting assem¬ 
bled at the Fort Stamvix, or after/ A. Well, I am 

not certain about that, but 1 know that I intended to convey 
word to Mr. Evans that we were there so that we could;get 
some information from the Steel Company as to what tjhey 
were doing, how they were working and I may have ^ent 
word to him at the meeting, but I feel certain that 1 had in¬ 
vited him to be present because 1 recall that he came ddwn 
to the meeting and I don’t think he would have come to the 
meeting if— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: If I had not have— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike what he thought. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was any one with Mr. Evans when 
he came down to the meeting at the Fort Stamvix Ilotfel? 
A. Yes, Mr. Ellicott came down with him. | 

Q. Did either Mr. Ellicott or Mr. Evans make any state¬ 
ments to your meeting as they came in, or while they were 
there? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, that hks 
been covered on direct examination. 

Mr. Moore: I know it has, and it has been muddied ter¬ 
ribly on cross-examination. 

8225 Mr. Rose: Thank you, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Moore: And I am trving to straighten it out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, they informed me when they canie 
down that the Governor had left the city, that he had gonle 
out of the hotel, at least, and we knew by that that this meet¬ 
ing w r ith the Governor which we had hoped to have was nojt 
going to be possible. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Had you, prior to the meeting at thfe 
Fort Stamvix Hotel, said anything to Mr. Evans or to Mr. 
Ellicott about your desiring to have a meeting with th^ 
Governor? A. Well, I can’t recall whether I called Mrl 
Evans and told him that we were trying to plan the meetj 
ing, to plan this meeting before the hotel meeting, or got ill 
touch with them after we were there, but I feel certain that) 
T, either at the meeting or just before, I tried to reach himJ 
I had to call those men very hurriedly, some of them were 
out on the golf course, I brought them in from outside. 
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Q. Was anything else said by Mr. Evans or Mr. Ellicott 
at that meeting aside from telling you that the Governor 
had gone? A. Well, 1 wouldn’t be sure as to- what they said. 

Q. Did you on that Saturday morning, June 19tli, 

8226 know, or did you hear any one state where Sheriff 
Boyle was when he sent or started sending his mes¬ 
sage, his telegram, to the Governor? A. I don’t think that 
1 knew that that morning. 

Q. Now, I asked you on Friday or Saturday last if you 
would secure a copy, if you could, of the telegram that you 
sent to Governor Earle. 1 think you said on the night of 
the 20th of June. Have you been able to secure that copy? 
A. Yes, I have it here. 

Q. May I see it, please ? 

(Whereupon, the witness produced a document which was 
passed to counsel.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have Board’s counsel seen this? 

Mr. Moore: No, this is— 

Mr. Moore: Will you mark this Respondents’ Exhibit 
114-A and B for Identification? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the “A” part, if he doesn’t 
recognize the letter from some one saying this is the wire— 
Mr. Moore: Well, this is six months ago and how 

8227 can he, without a copy; if he had a copy he would 
produce it; this is produced not by a witness, but 

from the telegraph company who says it is a copy. If we 
had the witness who says it is a copy, why, of course, the 
first document would not do it, but the first document takes 
the place of the witness, it seems to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s see what develops. 

Mr. Moore: Will you mark them A and B, please? 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked Respondents’ Exhibits 114-A and 114-B, for Identi¬ 
fication.) 

Mr. Rose: Would you ask him if he recognizes this— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Stanton, I hand you Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 114-B for Identification, and ask you if you 
ever saw that identical document before, that is, I mean the 
identical piece of paper. 
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(Respondents’ Exhibit 114-B was passed to the witnesls.) 

A. I saw it when it was given to me ihis morning. 

Had you seen it before it was received by you tjiis 
morning? A. Not the identical piece of paper. 

Q. How was it received by you? A. Well, it was brought 
to me by a messenger from the Western Union. 

8228 Q. In an envelope. 9 A. Yes. 

Q. Addressed to you? A. Yes. 

Q. And marked ‘ ‘ personal ” ? A. Yes. 

Q. You testified that you went to your home from the 
Sunnelianna Country Club, if I remember it, correct me if 
1 am wrong, and sent a telegram to the Governor? A. Y<^s. 

Q. How was the telegram signed? A. How was it signed 
or sent? 

Q. Signed? A. Signed? 

Q. Yes. A. It was signed as it is signed here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, forget what is signed her^, 
how was the telegram that was sent signed? 

The Witness: It was— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In other words, whose name? A. The 
name of Francis C. Martin was affixed to it. 

Q. And that was the evening or the night of what datei? 
A. That was the late afternoon of the 20th of June. 

8229 Q. Did you retain a copy of the telegram that you 
sent? A. 1 think not. 

Q. Did you retain a carbon copy or an exact copy of the 
telegram you sent ! A. I think not. 

Q. Well, now, will you read Board Exhibit—I mean, Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 114-A for Identification? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “B” Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: “B,” I am sorry, yes, change that, please, B 
for Identification, and tell me whether that is an exact copy 
of the telegram that you sent ? 


The Witness: June 20th— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, don’t read it out loud. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Just answer the question, tell me if 
you can whether that is an exact copy of the telegram sent. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Just read it to vourself. 

The Witness: I believe it is the exact copy of the telegrant 
which I sent. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, then, I offer in evidence Respondents’ 
Exhibit 114-B for Identification. 

Mr. Rose: We have no objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It will be received as Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 114-B, or let’s make it 114. 

Mr. Moore: Very well. 

8230 Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, the docu¬ 
ment previously marked Respondents’ Exhibit 114-B 

for Identification is received in evidence as Respondents’ 
Exhibit 114. 

(Thereupon, the document previously marked “Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit Xo. 114-B for Identification,” received in evi¬ 
dence.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I have forgotten, Mr. Stanton, 
whether I asked you a question as to whether you received 
an answer from that, or to that telegram, so I think, Mr. 
Examiner, you will permit it the second time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think you asked that 
question. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, how could 
he have received the answer when the telegram is signed 
Francis 0. Martin? 

Mr. Moore: I asked him if he received an answer, you 
might object to it if his answer does not seem to satisfy 
vou. 

Mr. Rose: Whose answer satisfy me? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, answer it. 

The Witness:' Xo, I did not receive an answer to that 
telegram. 

8231 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do- you know of your own 
knowledge whether Mr. Martin received an answer 

to it? A. I asked of Mr. Martin, both personally and by 
telephone, for a couple of days after that, whether or not— 
Mr. Rose: Xow, this is objected to, Mr. Examiner, he 
asked whether he knows of his own knowledge. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Mr. Moore: You sustain the objection to my question? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the answer may be stricken. 
Mr. Rose: I move to strike the answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) My question, Mr. Stanton, was 
whether you know of your own knowledge, whether or not 
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Air. Martin ever received— A. Whether he ever received an 
answer ? 

Q. Yes. A. No, I do not. 

Q. Did you ever ask Air. Alartin -whether or not hej re¬ 
ceived an answer? A. I did. 

Air. Rose: That is objected to, Air. Examiner, as incom¬ 
petent, irrelevant and immaterial. It doesn’t tend to prove 
whether or not Air. Martin did receive an answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec- 

8232 tion. 

Q. (By Air. Aloore) Did Air. Alartin ever say to 
you that he had received an answer to the telegram? 

Air. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

Air. Aloore: Alay 1 ask Board’s counsel whether they halve 
a copy of that answer to the telegram ? 

Air. Rose: I don’t know whether we have or not, I doiji’t 
know whether there was an answer. 

Air. Aloore: Well, you object to my finding out. I thought 
if vou had it, vou would let me know. 

Air. Rose: Well, you are asking questions about his 
personal knowledge. I certainly don’t see how you can find 
fault with my objection or to moving to strike answers to 
your questions— 

Air. Aloore: I am not finding fault. 

Air. Rose: —that are not proper. 

Mr. Aloore: I am trying to find out the facts. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is a very lovely situation. 
You gentlemen will please confine yourselves to questions 
and the motions. 

Q. (By Air. Aloore) AYill you tell me, Air. Stanton, on 
what floor, as you remember it, the meeting of your small 
group at the Fort Stanwix Hotel on Sunday, June 13th, was 
held ? A. I think it was the second floor. 

8233 Q. Second floor? A. I think so. 

Q. Did you ever see Rav Sprigel, prior to that 
date in June at Pittsburgh, which I think you said waj> 
either, I don’t remember, it was one of the two days yoh 
were there, June 22nd, or June 23rd? A. Yes, I think ][ 
have seen him prior to that date. 

Q. Do you know where you saw him ? A. I saw him here 
in Johnstown. 
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Q. Was he at that time a reporter for some paper? A. I 
understood that he was. 

Q. Mr. Stanton, you stated in response to a question by 
the counsel for the Board, something to the effect that you 
had seen counsel for the respondents,—I think you said me 
personally—either Wednesday night or Thursday night, 
you didn’t remember which. Just for the purpose of not 
having anv mvsterv about it, will vou tell me whether von 
had not seen me a number of times previous to that occa¬ 
sion to which you referred? A. T can’t remember the dates. 

Q. No, but a number of times. In other words, hadn’t 
you seen me a number of times before that night, to which 
you referred? A. Yes, I think at least twice. 

Q. And, do you not remember that you had a con- 
8234 ference with me back in September, 1937? A. Yes, 
I remember that. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, perhaps if you don’t mind, it 
would be better, I want to check over one or two other pa¬ 
pers, if we might have a ten-minute recess to save time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

(Thereupon a short recess was taken, after which the fol¬ 
lowing proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, do you have any¬ 
thing further? 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

S235 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Stanton, I hand you 
Board’s Exhibit 193 and directing your attention to 
the bottom of page 4, the fourth sheet, I ask you if you will 
read the next four pages, and then tell me whether you re¬ 
member making that speech or talk which is there set forth ? 

(Board’s Exhibit No. 193 was passed to the witness.) 

A. Shall I answer it now? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Yes, I remember making this speech that 
you have shown me. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember when—I think, Mr. 
Examiner, the witness may use the exhibit to refresh his 
memory. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, if you don’t know off-hand 
you can examine the rest of the document if that will tell 
you when. 

The Witness: Yes, that was on the 26th of June, 1937, it 
was delivered at 6:15 o’clock that evening. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Where were you at the time? A I 
was in the broadcasting station of Station WJAC here in 
Johnstown. 

Q. You mean by that then that the speech was delivered 
over the radio? A. Yes. 

8236 Q. Sent out over the radio? A. Yes. 

Q. I hand you then Board’s Exhibit No. 194 and 
ask you if you will read that and tell me if that is a speech 
you made and if so when and where, how it was sent out ? 
A. Yes, I have finished reading this and this is the same 
speech that I delivered over the radio on the 27th of June, 
1937, at six o’clock that evening, from Station WJAC in 
Johnstown. 

Q. And I hand you Board’s Exhibit 195 and ask you if 
you will read that and tell me whether you delivered the 
speech therein set forth, if so, when and where? A. Yes, I 
have finished reading this speech, and I find that it is an 
address that I delivered over the radio on the 28th of June, 
1937, at eight o’clock that evening from the Broadcasting 
Station WJAC, located here in Johnstown. 

8237 Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, those are the 
only questions I have to ask at the moment. I would 

like to have it understood, if I may, that should Board 's 
Exhibit 283, for Identification, be put in evidence I may 
have the right to recall Mr. Stanton and interrogate him 
regarding it, if I desire to do so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is so understood. Any¬ 
thing further? 

Mr. Rose: No questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have just a few questions. 
There are several things that I am not quite clear about, 
Reverend. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) During the course of 
your testimony, you have used the word “strike” quite a 
number of times and you have told us about different 
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strikes, sonic that you read about and one that you saw 
here. Will you tell us in general what your idea of a strike 
is? A. Well— 

Q. That is as you have been using it in your testimony, 
of course. A. My conception of a strike is that a certain 
number of men leave their jobs and refuse to work at the 
jobs at which they had been accustomed to doing. 

8238 Q. Now, you will recall that you told us about a 
meeting on Friday, June 18th, between several mem¬ 
bers of what we might call the Governor’s staff and several 
others whom we might call members of a citizens’ group in 
Johnstown. Will you tell us again where that meeting was 
and who was present? A. It was held at the Fort Stanwix 
Hotel and those present were Lawrence Campbell, A. M. 
Custer, Carl Geis, Frank Geis, and Father Woloshuk? 

Q. And yourself? A. Myself, and also Mr. Ralph Ba- 
shore, and Mr. Prendergast. Possibly Mr. Sullivan, either 
one or both of those men were present. 

8239 Q. And was any one else present that you can think 
of at the moment, Reverend? Was Tom Williams 

present also, if you recall? A. Tom Williams may have 
been there, I would not be absolutely sure about it, I think 
that he was there. 

Q. Well, now, of the Governor’s group, could you tell us 
which ones you are positive were there; as I understand 
your present testimony, you are not quite sure about Wil¬ 
liams and Sullivan, but I think you arc sure of Mr. Ba- 
shore and Mr. Prendergast. A. Yes, there were three or 
four men there from the Governor’s group. 

Q. Well, will you say that you are sure of Mr. Bashore 
and Mr. Prendergast? A. I am absolutely sure of Mr. Ba¬ 
shore and I feel certain that Mr. Prendergast and Mr. Sul¬ 
livan and Mr. Williams were there. 

Q. Yes. A. There were three or four men present. 

Q. Well, as I understand it, one of the last two, that 
either Williams or Sullivan, you are not absolutely sure 
that both of those two were there, is that right? A. That’s 
right. 

Q. I see. 

Mr. Moore: May we know, Mr. Examiner, who 

8240 Tom Williams is? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He mentioned him, as I under¬ 
stood it the other day. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Do you recall whether 


not you stated that he was a member of the Governor’s 


or 


er 


ng 

ed 

to 


staff? A. Yes, I was introduced to Mr. Williams on eith 
that occasion or on the Saturday, June 19th, at the meeti 
which we had at the Fort Stanwix Hotel. I was introduc 
to Mr. Williams as a member of the Governor’s sta 
whether he was a Secretary or not I would not be able 
say. 

Q. Well, now, could you tell us in detail, if you please, 
what was said at this meeting on Friday afternoon, be¬ 
tween either yourself or the others of your group and the 
members of the so-called Governor’s staff? A. The mem¬ 
bers of the Governor’s staff, one of the members of the 
Governor’s Staff said that they had been making a tour pf 
Johnstown and they saw no reason why the citizens [>f 
Johnstown should be so much concerned, concerned as \ye 
apparently were— 

Q. If I may interrupt you there, have you any idea wl 
they said that, that is, had anything previously been said 
indicating that you were concerned, or was that tl 
8241 way the conversation started? A. I think when 
came into the room that Mr. Bashore was spcakii 
at that time. 

Q. I see, well, do I understand, then, that the meeting <^r 
group or conference— A. They were all there. 

Q. —had started before you— A. They were all thei 
when I arrived. 

Q. I see, all right, will you proceed, please? A. And l^e 
said that he saw no reason why the people of Johnstown 
should be so concerned as we apparently were, that they 
had been making a tour of the city and that they had hap 
strikes in other parts of the state and all over the country. 
He said that these strikes were sweeping the country, there 
was such violence everywhere, there had been deaths out 
in Chicago with the strike there and that it appeared to thepi 
that the strikes in other parts of the country were much 
more violent than this one which we were having here, and 
we told Mr. Bashore in answer to that that he should have 
been here a few days earlier and that we admitted that b^’ 
now the situation was fairly well in hand. 


v 


ic 

I 
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The men were working at the mills, the operations had 
built u]) and, as was brought out in this Ministers’ meet¬ 
ing, there was not much disorder for a day or two 

8242 before the mills were closed, that is the reason why 
we protested the closing of the mills. If the strike 

had succeeded and the majority of the men were out and it 
had appeared to be the will of the men, they should be out— 
Q. Well, pardon me, Reverend. A. Yes. 

Q. You have now gone ahead of your story a little, I 
think, where you said that is why you protested closing the 
mills, as I understand it, on this Friday afternoon the mills 
had not been closed. A. What is that ? 

Q. The mills had not yet been closed on Friday afternoon, 
had they? A. Yes, they were closed soon after that. 

Q. Well, I mean— A. I am giving a picture to you now 
as we gave it to Mr. Bashore then. 

8243 Q. Well, that is correct, that is what I would like 
to have. A. And I told him— 

Q. But, if the mills had not yet been closed at that time, 
I doubt whether you gave that part of your picture to Mr. 
Bashore. 

Mi-. Moore: Xo, I didn’t understand you—I thought he 
was explaining to you, in response to your question, as to 
why they had been so insistent upon doing what they did. 
I didn’t understand, I thought he stopped saying what you 
said to him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Xo, I really wanted at this point 
merely a detailed statement of what was said at the Friday 
afternoon conference. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Don't get into what trans¬ 
pired afterwards, if you please. Just limit yourself for the 
moment as to what was said between your group and the 
Governor’s group. A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: May we not go back and just for the mo¬ 
ment, my thought was that Mr. Stanton had stopped say¬ 
ing what had been said and then was explaining to yon, 1 
fear the record— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn’t get that reaction. 

Mr. Moore: I think the record shows the two 

8244 things together. Xow, if he can go back, I think he 
can straighten it out. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I got the idea he was just run¬ 
ning the two things right together, and I am not just quite 
clear where one stops and the other starts. 

The Witness: Well, we explained that the situation at 
that time was fairly well in hand and we admitted that the 
men were back at work and the mills were operating. We 
admitted all of that to him, in response, to his statement 
that lie couldn’t see that the violence here was very serious, 
on that particular day, in whicli they had made this survey 
of the city. Then, I believe it was Mr. Prendergast, who 
spoke up next and his statement was that there was really 
no good reason why we should have a strike here in Joljms- 
town in the beginning, and that if the company would sign 
this contract, that the strike would still be over in a hurry. 
That is all that would be necessary to stop the strike, get 
the contract signed. If we wanted to use our influence as 
citizens in the right direction, why that, it appeared to him, 
was something that we might do as citizens in order! to 
stop the strike, try and prevail upon the company to s|ign 
the contract, whereupon, we made it clear that we were (not 
interfering in the issues of the controversy, either on ^>ne 
side or the other, we were not trying to prevail ujjion 
8245 the company to sign the contract or not to sign it,i or 
to prevail upon the steel workers to strike. We said 
that we had not gone that far and did not intend to go that 
far in trying to settle the issues of this contrary—contro¬ 
versy between the steel workers and their company, but 
that being faced with the situation of violence and of l;he 
way in which men were being kept from their labors at the 
mills, when we knew that, or felt very certain, that the over¬ 
whelming majority of these men were not in favor of the 
strike and were in favor of continued employment there, on 
the basis upon which they were working, that that is the 
reason why we, as citizens, had banded ourselves together. 

Q. Now, was anything else said that afternoon at this 
conference, I mean? A. I recall that one of the members 
of the Governor’s staff—and I think it was Mr. Prender- 
gast—said that the Governor had to recognize the necessity 
of contracts and that he was in the sugar business where 
contracts were required, and that we must recognize the 
same thing as citizens. 

Q. Well now, was anything else said? A. I think that is 
all that I recall,— 
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Mr. Rose: I don’t think the reporter got the last re¬ 
mark. 

8246 Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the answer? 

The Witness: I think that is all that I recall. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, coming down to 
the so-called “March of the Miners”, there has been some 
talk about, about when did you first hear of that, or talk 
about it ? Rather, my question should be, when did you first 
hear talk about it? 

Mr. Moore: Does that include— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Moore: Does that include newspapers? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: Hear or read, is that what you mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I want to find out when 
this man first became cognizant of the situation, that is the 
purpose of the question. 

The Witness: I think that would have been sometime on 
Friday, the 18th of June. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) If you heard about it Fri¬ 
day, would it have been, or was it before or after your meet¬ 
ing with the Governor’s staff? I am using the Governor’s 
Staff in a rather loose sense here, but I think you under¬ 
stand. A. Yes. I presume it was before, but of that I 
wouldn’t be dead certain. 

Q. Well, possibly this might make it a little clearer 
S247 in your mind. If it was before, do you recall whether 
any discussion about it took place at the conference 
with the Governor’s staff? A. I do not recall that while I 
was there in the conference that that part of the situation 
was discussed. 

Q. Well now, what did you do when you first heard about 
this so-called “March of the Miners”? 

Mr. Moore: What—isn’t the question a little bit indefi¬ 
nite, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: You mean by that, what did he first do 
after he heard? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 
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The Witness: That I really don’t know. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well now, possibly {his 
may recall it to you, Reverend. On your direct testimony 
you stated that you heard or possibly read, on either Friday 
evening or Saturday morning, about this so-called ma{*ch, 
and that early the morning of Saturday, about 7:30, ^ou 
called Mr.—no, rather, that you went to the center of ,the 
city to the Chamber of Commerce office and found Mr. 
Campbell there? A. Oh, no. 

8248 Q. Does that place it a little bit more accurate? 
A. Well, I have said now that I don’t know whether 

I heard about the contemplated march of the miners into 
Johnstown on Friday evening, whether it was Friday or 
not, that is what I have just told you, and if I heard it on 
Friday evening, I don’t know what I did that night. I do 
know, however, that early, fairly early on Saturday moan¬ 
ing, I went to the Chamber of Commerce office and there 
had a conference with Mr. Campbell. 

8249 Q. Could you tell us the details of that conference, 
please? A. Well, we sat there discussing that new 

turn of affairs, the injustice of it, the needlessness of lit. 

Q. Well, could you tell us in a little bit more detail whlat 
you actually said; I realize it was quite some time ago, but 
if you could tell us the conversation it might be helpful. |A. 
Well, I cannot tell what his remarks were and what mine 
were in regard to that particular— 

Q. Well, as best you can, of course the substance of wh 
was said— A. I could not directly quote Mr. Campbell 
to what he said to me, I feel certain that I said to him th 
here was a thing that was being done that was entirely 
unwarranted and wrong, and I asked him what there was 
that could be done about it and if there were no ways j.n 
which we could act, to try and forestall it. 

Whereupon, Mr. Campbell stated that he would get in 
touch with Mr. Martin and see if Mr. Martin would care 
to call the meeting of the Executive Committee of the Citi¬ 
zens ’ Committee, which he did. 

Q. If I may interrupt you at that point, on your direct 
testimony you stated that Mr. Campbell said that it seemed 
to him to be a very serious thing if forty thousand 

8250 miners, forty thousand men, were to march intjo 
Johnstown; do you recall that part of your testi- 
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mony, I mean, do you recall making some such statement? 
A. Oh, I have no doubt that he said that. 

Q. Does that recall to you whether he did say it or not, 
and if he did, whether he said anything else along that 
line? A. No, I don’t recall that he elaborated upon that to 
any extent. 

Q. Well, did you agree with him that it was a serious 
thing? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Did you have any doubts at that time as to whether 
or not this thing that you had heard about was going to 
occur? A. Xo. 

Q. In other words, you believed that it actually was 
going to occur at that time? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, now, when did you first hear of the so-called 
martial law? A. Well, it was in that same conference 
which we are speaking of. 

Q. You mean with Mr. Campbell? A. It was— 

8251 Q. As I understand, this conversation you are now 
telling us about— A. When Mr. Campbell was there. 

—was early in the morning, around 7:30, is that cor¬ 
rect, Reverend? A. The other men came on, perhaps 8:30 
that morning, 8:30. 

Q. Well, maybe I could get at it this way: When you 
first met Mr. Campbell early in the morning, did you know 
that that martial law had been declared? 

Mr. Moore: What was the question, did he know? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: It was the use of the word “Know” that 
troubled me a little bit. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Had you heard that martial 
law had been declared? 

The Witness: Well, I think that I had. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You mean when you 
first met Mr. Campbell, you at that time knew that martial 
law had been declared, is that correct? 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is the same question, when you 
say a man knows something— 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Had you heard 

8252 that martial law had been declared? A. Well, I 
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wouldn’t say for certain, but I think it was in the p^per 
that morning. 

Q. I see. A. And if it were in the paper that morning, 
I would have seen it by then. 

Q. All right, now, going back to this march of the min¬ 
ers, which you have said would have been a serious thing 
or, rather, Mr. Campbell said, that you have stated, wcjmld 
have been a serious thing and with which statement you 
agreed, why do you think that would have been serious 5 / 
A. Well, because of a number of them whom we had heard 
were coming into Johnstown, because of the size of our city. 
A city of a million or two million could absorb forty thou¬ 
sand men a whole lot easier than a city the size of Johns¬ 
town, but to have an influx of forty thousand men coming 
into a city of this size at any time would be a serious thi|ng. 

If you are going to have a convention here of onl^ a 
couple of thousand people, you have got to make prepara¬ 
tions for it and have traffic protection and police instructed 
and all of that, and then to think of forty thousand, an 
army of men, coming into a city of this size, it was the 
most serious thing to contemplate. 

S253 You would suppose that, or presume that, forty 
thousand men being recruited as hurriedly as they 
would have to have been recruited could not be propejrly 
led and controlled, that is a small army of men. That \fas 
a most serious thing, and everybody felt that it was. 

Q. Well, between the time that you had your worries 
about this influx of men and the time that you heard that 
martial law was declared, did anything occur to relieve 
your worries or anxiety about the influx of men? 

Mr. Moore: Well, may I just say a word there, Mr. 
Examiner, before he answers? 

I am not sure that the witness has said that he learnpci 
or heard of the two things at different times. I am not 
sure that he hasn’t said that he heard of both things at 
the same time. I am not sure that he hasn’t said there 
was certain connection between the two, that he necessarily 
must have heard of them at the same time, because I think 
he indicated in his direct examination that one was the 
cause of the other, so that I thought he said the two things 
were tied together. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as I understand the testi¬ 
mony, they were tied together, I may be wrong, and if I 
am, I hope, Reverend, that you straighten me out. I have 
the impression that the one occurred before, that you heard 
of the march before you heard of the martial law 

8254 being declared. If I am in error, please correct me. 

The Witness: Then, what is the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, am I correct there first, 
because if I am incorrect there, why, then, there would be no 
question? 

The Witness: Yes, I think that you are correct in that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You think I am correct? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: Yes, I think it was at that same meeting 
while we were still there in conference, you see I was, I 
was there at the Chamber of Commerce office that day from 
7:30 in the morning until we went to the Fort Stanwix 
Hotel that afternoon to meet with Mr. Margiotti and 
Colonel Janewav, and it was during that same conference, 
the same time I was there that day, I feel certain that 1 
first heard that this threatened invasion of the miners had 
been cancelled. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, no, wait a minute. 

The Witness: What? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am afraid we are get- 

8255 ting ahead of it. You say that you first heard it 
was cancelled ? 

The Witness: Isn’t that what you asked me? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You have told us that 
you heard of the contemplated march of men, march of 
the miners, as I have been referring to it, that you have 
also told us that you also heard that martial law had been 
declared; now, my question was limited purely to this: 
Did anything occur between the time that you heard of this 
march of the miners and became worried about it, upset 
about it, and the time that you heard that martial law had 
been declared, which relieved your worries about the march 
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of the miners? A. Well, yes, if we had heard that these 
miners—now, if I had heard at, say, eleven or twelve 
o’clock that Mr. Murray and Mr. John L. Lewis had can¬ 
celled their plans for having these miners come into the 
city, my feelings would have been relieved and I think that 
we did hear about that hour. 

Q. Now, have this in mind, please: When did yod first 
hear that martial law had been declared? A. Why, I 
have already stated that. 

Q. Well, I asked that merely so that you ^ould 

8256 possibly get this more clear in your own mind). A. 
I have stated that I think I first heard that martial 

law had been declared when I read it in the paper on that 
Saturday morning. 

Q. And that would have been relatively early in the 
morning, I assume? A. Yes. 

Q. Because you have told us that you were at the Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce office at 7:30? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, when, to the best of your recollection did you 
first hear that this so-called march had been cancelled?| A. 
Well, it was during that same conference that we were nav- 
ing on that day, I believe. 

Q. You mean Saturday morning? A. Saturday mording. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he stated, Mr. Examiner, that his 
conference lasted all day long, began at 7:30 and went 
through until he went to the Fort Stanwix Hotel in the 
afternoon. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, now, what j|>art 
of the conference, since this was a rather long conference, 
at what point in the conference did you first hear from any 
one that the so-called invasion, march, had been cjan- 
celled? A. Well, I think that, I think that that jv as 

8257 announced in the newspaper that afternoon in 
the first edition. 

Q. That there had been a cancellation? A. That th|ere 
had been a cancellation, and I think that we heard the news¬ 
boys shouting their headlines through the streets and we 
sent down and got a paper and discovered that that \Vas 
the case. 

Now, as to the exact minute of it I cannot say. 
825S Q. Well, will you say it was in the afternoon? I 
mean you are reasonably sure? A. Yes, I am rea¬ 
sonably certain that was in the afternoon. 
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Q. So that until you heard that being shouted by the 
newsboys or read about it in the paper, you were still 
under the impression that this march was going to take 
placet A. I think I was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: What was the latter question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead the last question, please? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question and 
answer as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further? 

Mr. Moore: No questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you, Rev¬ 
erend. 

Mr. Moore: That is, of course, subject to my previous— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Subject, of course, to your right 
to recall the witness if Board’s Exhibit 283 is received in 
evidence. 

Call your next witness. 

S259 Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Dr. Nicely, will you take the stand, 

please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we take just about five 
minutes here before you go on? 

(Witness excused.) 

(Whereupon a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you ready to go ahead, Mr. 
Moore? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. Take the stand, Dr. Nicely. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Before I forget it, the hear¬ 
ings from this point on, or at least tomorrow’s hearing, 
will be at the Hendler Hotel, the banquet room on the sec¬ 
ond floor of the hotel. That will be 9:30 tomorrow morning. 

8260 Dr. George W. Nicely a witness called by and on 
behalf of the Respondents, being first duly sworn, 
was examined and testified as follows: 
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Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you please state your n|ame 
for the record, and spell it? A. George W. Nicely, 
N-i-c-e-l-y. 

Q. What is your profession? A. Minister of the Gospel. 
Q. Of what church? A. The First Lutheran Church of 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania, located at Vine and Park Place. 

A. In the City of 


My ll 


esi- 


Q. Is that in the City of Johnstown? 

Johnstown. 

Q. Where is your residence, Dr. Nicely? A. 
dence is 114 Leila Street, Southmont. 

Mr. Rose: Will you spell that, please? 

The Witness: It is a suburb of Johnstown. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) How do you spell Leila? A. L^ila, 
L-e-i-l-a. 

Q. Is that a part of the City of Johnstown, Southmdnt? 
A. It is not incorporated in the City, it is a suburb, gen¬ 
erally known as a part of Greater Johnstown 

8261 Q. Is it a residential section or does it have busi¬ 
ness interests in it? A. It is almost entirely 

dential. 

Q. Can you state generally ■where the people who 
in that section have their business interests, where tjiey 
work? A. I w T ould say 99 per cent, of them— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, excuse 
The Witness: Certainly. 

Mr. Shavre: Immaterial and irrelevant. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that it 
material and relevant to show that the persons who 
in the community in which the witness lives have intere 
which apply generally to the Johnstown area, and I 
connect it up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think you first better 
show that he knows before you ask him where. 

Mr. Broun: I withdraw that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know, Dr. Nicely, whether 
you know them by name or not, many people who live I in 
Southmont? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is imnha- 
terial. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me it is relevant ajnd 

8262 proper, Mr. Examiner. 


esi- 


lve 
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will 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I know most of the people in Johnstown 
because, I mean Southmont, because I have lived there for 
a period of eight years. I do not know them all by name. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well now, do you know whom the 
people that you do know in Southmont, in general, work? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, as imma¬ 
terial. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me it is material. 
The basis has been laid for the answering of the question. 

Mr. Shawe: I don’t think any basis has been laid for 
that question, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: It only requires— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There has still been no show¬ 
ing as to how he knows, if he does know. 

Mr. Broun: First let’s find out whether he does know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s first find out whether 
he has any basis for knowing. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, 
that a basis has already been laid in the fact that the man, 
the witness, has lived in the community for eight 
8263 years and states that he does know most of the 
people who live there. 

The Witness: May I say how? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, go ahead. 

The Witness: I know how because I have called on nearly 
all the people in that community in my pastoral work and 
as a neighbor. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And have they or have they not 
stated to you, or in response to your questions, where they 
work? A. Some of them have, others I have observed going 
to and from their place of employment. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what he observed, and make a 
motion it be stricken. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me the answer 
is entirely relevant and proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead that. 

Mr. Broun: It is eyewitness testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the answer. 

(The reporter read the last answer as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Then, Dr. Nicely, do you or do you 
not know where—strike it, Mr. Reporter. 

Do you or do you not know, Dr. Nicely, whether most of 
the persons whom you know in Southmont work in 

8264 Johnstown? A. Yes, a great majority. 

Q. Can you tell me, will you tell me, Dr. Nicely, 
how mail is addressed which is delivered to the residences 
of those in Southmont, like yourself? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I don’t like to keep object¬ 
ing here, but I fail to see the relevancy of this line of ques¬ 
tioning, it is all immaterial. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Shawe: What difference does it make how mai is 
addressed? 

Mr. Broun: The question is relevant and proper to shlow 
the general situation and background of the community in 
which this witness lived in relation to the City of Johns¬ 
town. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead, answer it. 

The Witness: Mail addressed from places beyond the 
borders of Greater Johnstown is all addressed 4 * South¬ 
mont, Johnstown.” Mail coming from the city may not 
always be addressed that way. 

8265 Trial Examiner Bloom: What city? 

The Witness: What? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What city? 

The Witness: The City of Johnstown. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is your residence and telephone 
number listed in the Johnstown directory, or in a separate 
directory? A. In a Johns— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, it is imma¬ 
terial. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the question is exactly on a 
par with the last one, which you permitted him to answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: In the Johnstown directory. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know, Dr. Nicely, where the 
members of your church, or your parishoners live? A. 
I do. 

Q. Can you describe to me the area in which they live)? 
A. My people live in an area with a radius—my people live 
within a radius of 19 miles of the City, a great majority 
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of them within a radius of 6 miles from the City, which 
would include both Southmont and Westmont, and outlying 
districts. 

Q. You have preferred—you have used the ex- 

8266 pression, rather, “Greater Johnstown.” Is that 
more or less the area which you have described in 

which your parishoners live, as being within six miles of 
the city? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember when the strike started among the 
employees at the Cambria plant of Bethlehem Steel 
Company? A. I recall that it was declared on Friday, 
June 11th, at 11 p. m. 

Q. Well now, do you read the Johnstown newspapers, 
Dr. Nicely? 

Mr. Shawe: I object, Mr. Examiner, it is immaterial, 
irrelevant and incompetent. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Shawe: The man may read a lot of things. 

Mr. Broun: I am not asking him whether lie reads a 
lot of things, I have no doubt, however, that he does read 
a lot of things, but the point of this question is to lay a 
basis for further questions which will show the state of 
mind of this witness at the time of the strike in Johnstown 
in the year 1937. It is entirely relevant and proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I read both of the Johnstown papers, the 
Johnstown Tribune and the Johnstown Democrat. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you read those papers in 

8267 June, 1937? A. I did. 

Mr. Shawe: I said, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you read in those papers any¬ 
thing about the strike which you have testified started on 
June 11th, 1937, after that time? 

Mr. Shawe: It is a leading question, Mr. Examiner. 
Let’s find out what he read, not tell him what he read. 

Mr. Broun: I am asking for a yes or no answer, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In most leading questions, you 
don’t need yes or no, the witness can usually shake his 
head. Go ahead, answer. 
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The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me the substance,! or 
more in detail, if you recall, of what you say you read afjter 
June 11th? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) —for the period of the first two I or 
three days? 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. 

Mr. Broun: I— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) —or after? 

8268 Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, no, I am not going! to 
listen to an account of what this man read in the 

newspapers. 

Mr. Broun: I will withdraw that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember anything in par¬ 
ticular you read during that time? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is im¬ 
material what was in the papers and what this man read 
in the newspapers. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the general way in which 
the citizens of the community find out about things and 
form impressions, or at least one of the important ways 
is by reading the public press. It seems to me that if this 
man read anything in particular, having testified that he 
did read things with respect to the strike, that it is relevant 
and material to show his state of mind at the time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you at any time, after the decla¬ 
ration of the strike, or after you had heard of it, receive 
any reports as to what was occurring? A. Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, will you instruct the wit¬ 
ness to hesitate a little bit before he answers the questions 
in order that I might have an opportunity to objecjt? 

8269 Trial Examiner Bloom: Please keep that in minjd, 
will you Reverend? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember, and if so, will 
you tell me what those reports were that you first received ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what the reports were, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, it hasn’t been shown the source the reports wei(*e 
from or where they came from. 

Mr. Broun: I will withdraw that question. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) How did you receive the reports to 
which you refer, Dr. Nicely? A. I received my reports 
from individuals as well as from the press. 

Q. What were the reports? What was the nature of the 
reports ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. You have 
already barred any questions alone: what this man read in 
the press. I will certainly object to this man giving us any 
details of what individuals told him. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the question goes to what 
the reports were, it is entirely relevant and material to 
show the man’s state of mind, and I don’t understand you 
have barred the question. But, I am not asking the ques¬ 
tion to prove the truth of the reports, I am asking 

8270 the question to show the fact of the report and what 
it was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, don’t let us take too much 
time on this thing. Go ahead. 

The Witness: There were reports that approximately 
eight to ten hundred men had struck, were not working. 
There were reports of violence. There were reports to me 
by individuals of men who had been followed by stikers 
to their homes and threatened, and of families that had 
been threatened. There were reports of automobiles, motor 
cars, of men who were coming from the mill, going to the 
mill, being stoned. There were reports of men being 
abused. There were reports of folks who stood at the 
gates and who hissed, and things of that sort. Also, re¬ 
ports regarding men who had been taken out for a ride and 
one in particular who had been left stripped, naked, early 
in the morning in the City of Johnstown, a great many 
things of that sort. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may I ask when all this took 
place? There has been no time fixed for anything here. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Dr. Nicely, did the reports to 
which you refer, cover a period of days or not? A. A pe¬ 
riod of days. 

8271 Q. Approximately what period of days ? A. From 
Friday until Monday, that was the first group of 

reports. 

Q. You yourself—did you yourself see anything out of 
the ordinary during that period of time? 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I would like to objecjt and 
call your attention to a ruling which you handed dowit with 
reference to this violence testimony, and I think this ponies 
directly within your ruling. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, this testimony is not elicited 
for the purpose of showing violence, but for the purpose 
of showing the state of mind of the witness at the time of 
the strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know whatj the 
out-of-the-ordinary is going to be, it may not have any¬ 
thing to do with violence. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me what it is out of 
the ordinary that you saw to which you refer? A.jOn 
Sunday night, the 13th, after evening worship, about |):15 
o’clock, accompanied by my student pastor, the Reverend 
James Fisher, we drove out to Franklin and ob- 
8272 served what was going on, particular at the Lo(wer 
Franklin Gate. There I saw great violence. 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute, if I may interrupt here, Mr. 
Examiner, it is very apparent this man is going to give us 
some more violence testimony which I understand has been 
barred from these proceedings. 

Mr. Broun: I understand— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we don’t have to have 
the intimate details, all the gory details, so to speak. 

The Witness: Your Honor, I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all right, go ahead, you 
don’t have to tell us in detail about it. 

The Witness: In general it had to do with me getting 
interested in the situation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: Well, while we were at the Lower Frank¬ 
lin Gate a street car stopped. A large colored man ancl a 
slight white man dismounted and started through a narrqw 
lane not over about three feet wide on which, on either sijie 
of which there were strikers and perhaps strike sympa¬ 
thizers and even women and girls. As the colored m^n 
passed through, he was punched from both sides violently, 
even in the face. 
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The white man was hurled to the earth and men jumped 
upon his back and he was tardily rescured by the 

8273 police. 

Now, I give that without giving a lot of them, as 
a sample, your Honor, of what I saw. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Your restraint is appreciated. 
I listened for two weeks to such tales and I can truthfully 
say I have had enough of them. 

The Witness: So have I. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I even dreamt about them. 
Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, you say, Dr. Nicely, that that 
is a sample of things that you saw, and as I understood 
your previous answer, it had something to do with your 
interest in the situation; what did you mean by that? A. 
That aroused my interest in the whole situation because I 
was perfectly willing to see men strike if they felt that they 
were striking justly, if there was no violence, and I opposed 
the strike because of the violence rather than the nature 
of the strike. 

Q. Did you—let's see—I withdraw that, Mr. Reporter. 
What day did you say that occurred? A. Sunday night 
about nine-fifteen o’clock, the 13th of June. 

Q. Well, now, did anything take place or did you hear 
anything out of the ordinary on Monday, June 14th? A. 
I heard a great deal Monday evening, June 13th, or June 
14th, at the Elks Club. 

8274 Q. You mean by that that you were at the Elks 
Club? A. I was at the Elks Club and attended the 

meeting of the citizens in the Elks Club on Monday evening, 
June 14th. 

Q. How did it happen that you were there? A. I was 
busy in my pastoral work during the day and a message 
was left at the Parsonage with Mrs. Nicely, summoning 
me to come to a meeting in the evening. There were sev¬ 
eral men called whose names were not left, and also Dr. 
John Stanton, the Reverend John Stanton, had called and 
asked me to come and bring some one with me. I went. 

Q. You say that the request was made that you bring 
some one with you? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you do anything pursuant to that request? A. 
After I arrived at the Elks Club, I sent for Mr. Hi Andrews. 
Mr. Shawe: Can we know who he is, please ? 
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The Witness: Editor of the Democrat. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That is the Johnstown Democrat? 
A. Johnstown Democrat. 

Q. At about what hour did you arrive at the Elks plub 
that evening? A. About 7:30, approximately. 

8275 Q. Was that or was that not the hour on which 
the meeting was scheduled? A. That was the :iour 
of summons. The meeting began approximately at eight 
o ’clock. 

Q. Can you give me an estimate of how 7 many persons 
were at that meeting? A. Approximately 75. 

Q. Did you recognize any of the persons? A. Yds, a 
considerable number of them. 

Q. Were they men and women, or w’hat? A. The per¬ 
sons whom I recognized were made up— 

Q. No, I mean the whole erow r d. A. The whole crowed 
was made up of business and professional men and some 
workmen whom I recognized, men wiio worked in the mills. 


Q. Were there any women present? A. Not to 
knowledge, I don recall any women having been pres 


my 
* 

ent. 

Q. Well, now’, will you tell me, starting from the time 
that you arrived at the meeting, what you saw take place 
and what you heard there? A. About eight o’clock the 
meeting w’as called together by the summoner, the Rev¬ 
erend Mr. Stanton, and he told us that the meeting was 
called in consideration of things that w’ere happening that 
were injurious to the well-being of the city, with 
8276 particular reference to violence. 

He said that he thought that it would be w’ell for 
us to come together and consider ways and means whereby 
we might help the Mayor of the city to maintain law and 
order, and also he referred to the fact that men were not 
allowed to go to work because of threats and violence, 
thought we ought to do something about that. He sug¬ 
gested immediately at the conclusion of his remarks that 
we hear from Mayor Daniel Shields. The Mayor spoke, 
spoke vigorously, rather briefly and to the point. T^he 
Mayor deplored— 

Q. Do you remember what the Mayor said? A. I 
your pardon? 

Q. Can you tell us what the Mayor said or the substance 
of it? 


beg 
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Mr. Shawe: I move to strike his description of the 
Mayor’s talk, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read back the beginning. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “Vigorously” goes out. 

Mr. Broun: May I make a statement before you rule? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me that the answer of 

8277 the witness is competent, it is a description of the 
manner in which the Mayor spoke, which he saw, 

and to which he is competent to testify to, it is pertinent 
to have such a description in the record to show what hap¬ 
pened at the meeting and the way in which it happened. 

Mr. Shawe: It is merely a characterization. 

Mr. Broun: The words do not always reveal what takes 
place. 

Mr. Shawe: It is only the witness’ personal characteri¬ 
zation of the way the Mayor said something. If you allow 
testimony of that sort to go in, you will probably bring a 
hundred people up here who will testify that the Mayor 
said a hundred—the Mayor said it a hundred different 
w r avs— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There won’t be a hundred peo¬ 
ple up here telling us about this meeting. 

Mr. Shaw’e: I w T ould also like to object to this testimony, 
it is mere repetition of what Reverend Stanton testified to. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, in the first place, to deal 
with Mr. Shawe’s first objection first, the witness has said 
that the Mayor spoke forcefully and vigorously, that can¬ 
not be shown except by some descriptive adjective of that 
sort, and it is pertinent and competent to be shown. Now, 
as to the statement that w’hat the witness is testify- 

8278 ing to is repetition, I think Mr. Shav'e is in error in 
that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Stanton wasn’t there 
during the whole meeting. “Vigorously” goes out. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you please continue, Dr. Nicely, 
telling us— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And also the fact that he spoke 
briefly and to the point, that goes out. Tell us what he said. 
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The Witness: He said in a summary way that there 
was violence in the city, which it would tax the police de¬ 
partment to the limit to control, and he didn’t believe that 
it was possible for the Police Department, the normhl Po¬ 
lice Department, to control the situation, and spoke of the 
necessity of having assistance, without asking definitely for 
assistance from any one there. 

He told of some instances of violence. You don’t want 
those, but he related instances of violence. He said he 
was convinced that ninety per cent of the men were not on 
strike and didn’t want to strike, and he asked for th<^ sup¬ 
port of the citizens. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did he say anything else that you 
recall? A. I don’t recall that he did. 

Q. Did the Mayor, or did he not, Dr. Nicely, have 

8279 anything to say in his remarks about the merits of 
the strike or the issues involved? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, now, I submit that the wit¬ 
ness— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not ask the witness what 
else he said. 

Mr. Broun: I did that, Mr. Examiner, and he sa d he 
didn’t recall, and it seems to me it is entirely proper (when 
a witness is testifying to something which took place borne 
time ago, when he has exhausted his memory, to theiji ask 
him— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, just a minute, read back 
the previous answer. 

8280 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: He did. I do not remember his 
exact language. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, can you tell us the substjance 
of what he said then? A. He said that, in his judgment— 
I am speaking in a general way—that the strike was not 
justified, that it was created by influence from without, it 
was not a spontaneous strike on the part of men in the 
city. He spoke of the splendid conditions under which the 
men were working. The best he believed in the history of 
the industrial situation in Johnstown, with the best wages. 
He believed that if there had been no disturbance fjrom 
without, the men would never have struck. That is prac¬ 
tically all that I recall the Mayor said. 
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Q. Well now, do you remember anyone else who spoke? 
A. Yes, a number of persons. Mr. Martin was called to 
the chair and was elected temporary chairman at about that 
time, and he spoke along the same lines, emphasizing in 
particular the need of the preservation of law and order 
and with insistance that we support the Mayor in making it 
possible for every man to go unmolested to his work. 

Q. Had the Mayor said anything of that sort or not, any¬ 
thing to the effect or anything about men going unmolested 
to work? 

8281 Mr. Shawe: The Mayor, Mr. Examiner, I thought 
that he had told us everything that the Mayor had 

said. 

Mr. Broun: He has now referred, Mr. Examiner, to a 
statement which Mr. Martin, who he said spoke after the 
Mayor, made about supporting the Mayor in his position 
that men should go unmolested to work. Now, it seems to 
me that I am entitled to ask the witness whether or not the 
Mayor said anything of that sort. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Broun: His memory is not supposed to be infallible. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, I confess, I can’t see any 
objection, after a witness has exhausted his independent 
recollection, to call to his attention statements that may 
have been made, as well as referring him to documents or 
things. I think Mr. Moore disagreed with me once when 
that came up in Allentown, but I was of that opinion at 
that time, I am still of that opinion. 

Mr. Broun: I take it, then— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think Mr. Moore has probably 
changed his mind. 

Mr. Broun: I take it Dr. Nicely can answer that ques¬ 
tion. 

The Witness: Your Honor, I have purposely left out 
some things, because I didn’t want to be repetitious. 

8282 Trial Examiner Bloom: No— 

The Witness: That was the general prop— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I think the witness should 
be repetitious, if these people said these things, and I sub¬ 
mit we should have the conversation and the talk in full. 

The Witness: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well now, Dr. Nicely— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, no— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) —at the expense of repetition, will 
you tell us whether the Mayor said anything about that or 
not? A. Yes, the Mayor made statements to the same 
effect and referred particularly to the inability of thj> men 
to go freely and without molestation at both Gautier and 
the Iron Gate, I believe it is called, down by the depot, and 
referred to the violence that had been going on there. I 
recall that in particular. 

Q. Well now, you have told us about the Mayor and Mr. 
Martin. Do you recall any further statements that you 
made? A. Yes, Mr. Heckman was called upon to speak. 

Q. Is that Mr. Heckman, H-e-c-k-m-a-n ? A. Mr. Heck¬ 
man was called upon to speak, and Mr. Heckman referred, 
among other things, to the fact that he had been 
8283 in a conference the night before with Mr. Watkins, 
Regional Director of the SWOC, and some other 

men. 

Mr. Shawe: May we have the names? 

The Witness: I do not recall the names of the other men, 
but I was not at that meeting. Mr. Heckman said, that 
they asked Mr. Watkins if he would not prevent violence, 
and Mr. Watkins said he could not. So, Mr. Heckman 
asked us to support the Mayor in preserving law and order, 
and especially in preventing the threatening attitude that 
had been taken by some strikers in trying to intimidate 
the people at home, of the men who were not striking Mr. 
Heckman was deeply concerned for the peace of the com¬ 
munity and suggested that we were not taking sides, but 
simply asking for the maintenance of law and orderj 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, do you recall that anyone else 
made any statement? A. Yes, Mr. Hv Andrews spoke at 
that time, and Mr. Andreevs’ contention was that— 

Mr. Shawe: May we have the conversation, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner? 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what he said. 

The Witness: Mr. Andrews said that he was distressed 
at the amount of violence that had been reported, an^l that 
he felt that it was a mistake for the CIO to call a strike 
in Johnstown at this time, even if they w’ere convinced that 
they should call strikes in other Bethlehem jjlant-. 
8284 that it was an injustice to the City of Johnstown, 


i 
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which had not yet recovered from the flood, that he felt 
that it was a blunder, that it was bad psychology on the 
part of the CIO. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, do you recall any other per¬ 
sons who spoke, or any further statements that were made 
at that meeting? A. I, myself, contended, and there were 
others whose names I cannot recall, for one thing, there 
were a number of persons who contended, I among them, 
that there must be an open lane, a lane for ingress and 
egress, a lane for men to go in and men to come out unmo¬ 
lested, because I had seen what was going on. 

Q. In and out of the plant, you mean? A. And they— 
at the plants. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, is this what you said? 

The Witness: That is what I said, and that is what a 
number of others contended for. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) By contended for, you mean said? 
A. Yes, said. There were two main propositions before 
that meeting,— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may we have what was said ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, let him tell us. 

The Witness: The first objective was the maintenance 
of law and order; the second was the maintaining of this 
open lane of sufficient width that men might pass in 
8285 and out of the mills without molestation. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I —he is mixed — 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you — 

Mr. Shawe: He is mixed up with a lot of characteriza¬ 
tions. It is very difficult for me to move to strike after 
hearing him talk for two or three minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, when you get to your 
cross examination, why, you can unmix him as much as you 
want to. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to — 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you recall — 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike all the characterizations. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let it in. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you recall, Dr. Nicely, that you 
said anything else? A. I do not recall that I did. May I 
give anything else about the meeting? 

Q. Yes, I want you to please continue. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything else that was said. 
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as — 
Law- 


poice. 


Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell us anything else that was said 
or done, if anything else was done. A. About that time, 
Mr. Martin was elected permanent chairman and Mr. Camp¬ 
bell, who had been acting as temporary secretary, I ^nean, 
was made permanent secretary, and then he w( 

8286 Q. Is that Mr. Lawrence Campbell? A. Mr. 
rence Campbell. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How were they elected? 

The Witness: Well, they were elected by general 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you say acclamation? 

The Witness: Yes, acclamation. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now then, — A. Then, Mr. Mhrtin, 
on motion, Mr. Martin was asked to appoint a coinmlittee, 
which committee was to interview Mr. Watkins and tel|l Mr. 
Watkins the two things that we insisted upon as the | Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee; first, the absolute maintenance of lavjr and 
order, which would exclude violence; and, secondlyl the 
maintenance of an open lane, which would prevent anyone 
from being molested in passing in and out o^‘ the 

8287 mills. 

Mr. Shawe: May we have who said this, 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you tell us all about jt? 

The Witness: That was a motion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who made it? 

The Witness: I cannot tell you. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: But, I can tell you who was appointed on 
the committee and what the committee did. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I made a motion. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that 
testimony is entirely proper, that the question of |who 
made a motion, which the man heard at the meeting, ik no 
ground whatsoever for striking it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it in. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, it is—is it understood that every¬ 
thing which this man just said was in the motion that was 
made from the floor? That is the way the testimony 
stands. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, was it or wasn’t it? Was 
it all in the motion? 


Mr. 


the 
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The Witness: That was, the motion was made and those 
two ideas incorporated as instructions to the committee, 
who were to wait upon Mr. Watkins, which was to wait upon 
Mr. Watkins. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, who were the members 

8288 of that committee, could you tell us? A. The mem¬ 
bers of the committee were Mr. Pal Weimer. 

Mr. Shawe: Who? 

The Witness: Mr. Pal Weimer, an attorney. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Would you spell it, please, Dr. 
Nicely? A. W-e-i-m-e-r. 

Mr. Shawe: How do you spell his first name? 

The Witness: He is, I don’t know his first name other 
than that, that he is called, popularly, “P-a-1”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Could it be D. P. Weimer? 

The Witness: I think it is D. P. Weimer. Mr. Custer, 
of the Penn Traffic—I do not recall his initials—Mr. Mc- 
Ginley, whose name has been before you before, I know; 
Rabbi Granowitz. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you recall Mr. McGinley’s ini¬ 
tials ? A. I do not. 

Q. Is that Rabbi Abram Granowitz? A. Yes, sir,—and 
myself. 

Q. Was anything- else done at the meeting on June 14th.’ 
A. General arrangements were made for a meeting of all 
the citizens, which was to be held later in the week, which 
was held. 

Q. Well, now, don’t get on to what happened when it 
was held, but tell me whether anything else was 

8289 done in connection with it at this meeting on June 
14th? A. Nothing more than a general understand¬ 
ing that such a public meeting would be held. 

Mr. Shawe: May we have the understanding, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was the time set at which this meet¬ 
ing was to be held ? A. The time at which this meeting was 
to be held, as I recall, was Thursday, June 17th. 

Q. Now, is that all that you recall with reference to the 
meeting on Monday, June 14th? A. In a summary way, 
yes. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I planned to go to another 
day, I think perhaps— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, so had I. 

Mr. Broun: I think perhaps we might adjourn— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tomorrow. 

Mr. Broun: He is already going. 

Mr. Rose: He is half-way there. 

Mr. Shawe: Are we going to adjourn? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right, until tomorrow 
morning, 9:30, at the Hendler Hotel, Banquet Room,'sec¬ 
ond floor. 

(Thereupon, at 5:28 o’clock p. m., February 1, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned to 9:30 o’clock a. m., February 2, 
1938, at the Hendler Hotel, Banquet Room.) 


8293 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-l^O”. 
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Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Wednesday, February 2, 193p. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

FRANK BLOOM, 

Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the Natiqnal 
Labor Relations Board. 




Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., hnd 


Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, N 


de 
ew 

York, N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

8294 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please cdme 
to order. 
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George W. Nicely resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been duly sworn, 
testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Dr. Nicely, you had finished, I be¬ 
lieve, yesterday evening telling us about the meeting which 
you attended at the Elks Club on the evening of Monday, 
June 14th, but you hadn’t told us whether or not you stayed 
at that meeting until it adjourned; will you tell us whether 
or not you did? A. I stayed at that meeting in the Elks 
Hall until it had adjourned. There were a couple of other 
minor matters that I might not have told you. If you wish 
to hear them, whatever is your pleasure. I remember there 
was another speaker, as I recall, very brief. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I move to strike the remarks 
of the witness with reference to the minor matters. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T will let it stand. Go a head. 

The Witness: I recall very definitely that Mr. 
S295 Heckman said in his remarks that the meeting the 
previous evening which he attended with Mr. Wat¬ 
kins and others was very cosmopolitan, that there were 
representatives of all our religious organizations, for ex¬ 
ample, present, Catholic, Jewish and Protestant, that is the 
only thing I remember in particular that I left out of yes¬ 
terday’s testimony. 

I recall definitely that Mr. Evans, whom I had never 
known and never met until afterwards, spoke briefly, say¬ 
ing that he appreciated the voluntary effort of the com¬ 
munity citizens to assist in preserving law and order in his 
community and in their endeavor to preserve the peace, 
and so far as he was concerned, he would do all in his power 
to enable the men to continue the work. 

That is the only time I ever saw Mr. Evans at any of the 
meetings or any other representative of Bethlehem. 
8296 Q. Now, Dr. Nicely, you told us of a committee 
which was appointed at that meeting and of which 
you were appointed a member, I believe. A. On Tuesday 
afternoon at about two o’clock— 

Q. No- 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, had you finished 
your question? 
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Mr. Broun: No, I did not. 

The Witness: I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read back the first part off my 
question, Mr. Reporter, please? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last questiojn as 
above set forth.) 

| 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) —did that committee have a meet¬ 
ing? A. That committee had a meeting on Tuesday. 

Q. Were all of the members of the committee present? 
A. All of the members of the committee were present) ex¬ 
cept Mr. Weimer. 

Mr. Shawe: Would you mind spelling that, please? 

The Witness: W-e-i-m-e-r. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That is the same Mr. Weimer you 
referred to yesterday? A. The same Mr. Weimer. 

Q. Where was this meeting of the committee held? A. 

The meeting was held in the First Lutheran Church 
8297 parlors. 

Q. That is your church? A. Mr. Custer—yes. |Mr. 
Custer called me about two o’clock and said for my eon- 
venience, since I was very busy at the office of the church, 
that he had asked the members of the committee to come 
over and that he had contacted Mr. Watkins, and Mr. Wat¬ 
kins would be there. 

Q. Well now, will you tell us what took place at t|hat 
meeting, what you saw done and what you heard said? A. 
At about 3:45 to 4:00 o’clock, Mr. Custer, Rabbi Grano- 
witz, Mr. McGinley came, and I greeted them and immedi¬ 
ately Mr. Watkins came in with a Mr. Stephenson, wh]om 
I had not know at all, or had never heard of. As I under¬ 
stood later, he was an officer of the SWOC. Mr. Weinjier 
being absent, the members asked me to act as chairman, 
which I did. Rabbi Granowitz then was first spokesman for 
the committee. He told Mr. Watkins of the meeting the 
preceding night at the Elks Hall, and of the creation)of 
our committee, and the purpose of the committee, that {we 
were to communicate to him the mind of the assembled citi¬ 
zens on the previous night, which was to the effect that f)he 
citizens of Johnstown w’o-uld hold him personally and abso¬ 
lutely responsible for any and all acts of violence by t)he 
SWOC, or the CIO, since he was the Regional Director. 
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To this, Mr. "Watkins protested that he couldn’t be 

8298 responsible and the commfttee insisted that, if he 
were a responsible leader, he should be responsible 

and that he would be held accountable. There was some 
argument of the point. 

Mr. Lawrence Campbell, secretary of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, came in and sat in with us, at that point he said to 
Mr. Watkins, “Mr. Watkins, if you are the Regional Di¬ 
rector, you are the responsible leader, and should have ab¬ 
solute control of your movements and the men here, pro¬ 
tecting us from violence, or you are incapable, and to take 
any other position is insincere.” You will notice that this 
was the remark of Mr. Campbell. 

Q. Mr. Campbell was a member of the committee? A. 
Mr. Campbell was not a member of the committee, but was 
secretary of the Citizens’ Committee, and sat in with us. 

Q. He was present during the whole meeting, or not? A. 
He was present during the entire meeting. 

Q. Well now, did anything else take place at that meet¬ 
ing? A. At that point, or about that time, I was asked by 
Mr. Granowitz if I wouldn’t tell Mr. Campbell the other 
matter that we were to convey to him, and I did. It was to 
the effect— 

Q. Mr. Campbell did you say? A. I beg your par- 

8299 don, Mr. Granowitz. If T would not tell Mr. Watkins 
of the other matter that the committee had charged 

us to convey to him, which was that the citizens demand that 
there be an open lane or better open lane at each and every 
mill for ingress and exit, that the men might go in and out 
without molestation. 

Q. You mean by each and every mill, each and every mill 
gate or not ? A. Each and every mill gate, that was the sum 
and substance. 

Q. Did Mr. Watkins make any statement in reply to the 
statements that were made to him? A. Mr. Watkins 

8300 said— 

Q. Other than what you have told us about? A. 
Mr. Watkins said that he would try to cooperate. The 
meeting adjourned without any definite or specific con¬ 
clusions so far as agreement with Mr. Watkins was con¬ 
cerned. Mr. Stevenson supported Mr. Watkins in what he 
had to say. 
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Q. Well, now, you refer, Dr. Nicely, to Mr. Watkinjs as 
Regional Director of the S. W. 0. C., is that Mr. David Wat¬ 
kins? A. That was Mr. David Watkins and he admitted 
that he was the Regional Director of the S. W. 0. C. 

Q. What do you mean, what is your understanding of the 
term 44 Regional Director” when you used it in referring to 
Mr. Watkins? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is imma¬ 
terial what this man’s understanding was. 

Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner, that it is pertinent 
to clear up the state of mind of the witness when he jwas 
talking to Watkins as to what he thought Watkins’ official 
position was. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that we have had 
the entire conversation that took place there. We have had 
what Reverend Nicely said and I submit that reflects his 
state of mind. I don’t think that asking this man’s under¬ 
standing of Mr. Watkins’ position is going to &dd 

8301 any more to his state of mind at that time. I don’t 
think it will make any difference at all what tjhis 

man’s understanding was, Mr. Watkins’ position or affili¬ 
ation with the S. W. 0. C., either. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he is telling us what is going 
on and the question is designed to elicit to whom he ^as 
talking, what the man’s position was. 

Mr. Shawe: As I understand it, it is intended to elicit 
the man’s state of mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, now, did that committee, or 
did it not make any report of what it had done? A. The 
committee made a report and resolution. 

Q. When was that report made? A. The report was 
made to the meeting of approximately a thousand people in 
the high school which was on Thursday evening, the 17^h, 
and I have the resolution, or have the report, which I made 
in my pocket, if I may read it to you or submit it to you. 

Q. May I see it, Dr. Nicely? A. Yes. 

(Whereupon, the witness produced a document which was 
passed to counsel.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Who reported for the con- 

8302 mittee, did you, Dr. Nicely? A. I reported the com¬ 
mittee meeting. 
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Mr. Shawe: I object, there has been no showing that any 
one reported for a committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, there has. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness stated— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I reported to the committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember what you said in 
reporting to the committee, that is your committee that met 
with Mr. Watkins that I am referring to ? A. In reporting 
for the committee to the Citizens’ Committee meeting— 

Mr. Shawe: If I may interrupt, what are you reading 
there ? 

The Witness: I am not reading anything. 

Mr. Shawe: What is that paper? 

The Witness: That is a copy of the paper that I handed 
to the counsel. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness stated what the 
paper was when he took it out of his pocket, it seems to 
me he should be allowed to answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This, of course, is another 
paper. 

The Witness: This is exactly the same thing, if you 
want to see it. 

S303 Trial Examiner Bloom: No, that is all right. 

The Witness: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If I understand the witness, it 
is a copy of the statement that he gave to Mr. Broun. 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The Witness: My report to the meeting at the High 
School is exactly what is on this paper. 

Mr. Broun: Will vou mark this 115 for identification? 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit No. 115 for identification.) 

Mr. Broun: As you understand ft, Dr. Nicely, the report 
which you made for the special committee that was ap¬ 
pointed on June 14, 1937, is what is set forth on this paper 
marked Respondents’ Exhibit 115 for Identification. 

(Respondents’ Exhibit No. 115 for Identification was 
passed to the witness.) 
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The Witness: It is absolutely correct. 

Mr. Broun: I offer in evidence, Mr. Examiner, Respond¬ 
ents ’ Exhibit 115 for Identification as Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit No. 115. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: May I look at it for a minute? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 115 for Identification was parsed 
to Mr. Shawe.) 

8304 Voir Dire on Respondents’ Exhibit 115 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know where the orig¬ 
inal of Respondents’ Exhibit 115 for Identification is? 

Mr. Broun: I object to it, Mr. Examiner, I think the wit¬ 
ness has stated what this exhibit is. I don’t know what Mr. 
Shawe means by the original. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, is this the original— 

Mr. Broun: What do vou mean bv the original? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s find out what is this 
specific piece of paper. 

Mr. Shawe: Which one is offered, may I ask? 

Trial Examiner Blooom: Dr. Nicely, Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 115 is what? 

The Witness: This— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me on the face 
of it that one of those pieces of paper is a carbon cbpy 
of the other, that is w'hat he testified to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s put the one that is 
not marked back to the witness, so we will avoid confusion. 
The Witness: All right. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I ask the witness this 
question? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) As I understand it— 

Mr. Shawe: May I have your question answered? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, no, just wait. 

8305 Q. (By Mr. Broun) As I understand it, Dr. 
Nicely, the substance of what appears on that paper 

and the contents of that paper was read at the meeting on— 
A. That is absolutely right. 

Q. —June 17th? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I inquire, Doctor, did you 
read from this paper? 
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The Witness: I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you read from any paper? 
The Witness: I did. I had deposited that paper in the 
hands of the chairman of the meeting, but this is exactly 
what I had in my office. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, could you explain that 
a little bit more fully? 

The Witness: I had the, I had the report written by 
my secretary in my office and had three or four copies made. 
I left the other one with Mr. Martin, chairman, I turned it 
over to him at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the one that you 
read? 

The Witness: The one that I read, I gave to Mr. Mar¬ 
tin. 

Mr. Broun: And is it true that this is a copy? 

The Witness: This was written at the same time. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, will you look at Re- 

8306 spondents’ Exhibit 115 for Identification and tell me 
if that is a carbon copy, or if that is the ribbon copy 

off of the typewriter? 

The Witness: My secretarv took notes— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: It was— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems Mr. Shawe should 
make his question a little bit clearer. I am not certain 
the witness understands what he refers to by ribbon copy. 

Q. (By ilr. Shawe) Do you know what I mean when I 
say “the first ribbon copy”? A. Perhaps this is what you 
would refer to as the copy (referring to paper.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, don’t let’s— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Xo, that is the copy. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s refer to this. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What I am trying to find out is, 
won’t you tell us whether this is the first ribbon copy that 
comes off the typewriter? A. Oh, you said the ribbon? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that that ques¬ 
tion is objectionable. There is no difference whether it is 
a ribbon or carbon copy. The witness said several copies 
were made. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How were they made, 

8307 was one run off the typewriter, was one series of 
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paper run off, or were there several, did the typist Imake 
the same— 

The Witness: Your Honor— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —copy twice? 

The Witness: I misunderstood the question, I thought 
the— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, straighten us oui. 

The Witness: I thought the gentleman said, “Rubin]” in¬ 
stead of “ribbon”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, ribbon. 

The Witness: Maybe a rubin, but there was a copy made. 
This carbon copy, and then another copy made. In other 
words, the typist had but one carbon in there to make a 
copy from, but this was made at the same time and made 
from the notes I gave my secretary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s sec if I understand it. 
You mean then that the typist ran the same paper through 
several times? 

The Witness: Yes, twice. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Twice. I understand. And, is 
this copy which is marked Respondents’ Exhibit 115i for 
Identification, one of the papers that was run off by the 
typist at that time? 

The Witness: She took this from her notes that I gave 
her at that time and I compared it with the other 
830S copy. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, was— 

Mr. Broun: Well now, may I ask a question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go right ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you make any effort to seejure 
the copy from which you read at the meeting of June 17th? 
A. Yes, I did. I wanted to be very certain of it and I 
asked Mr. Lawrence Campbell if he had it and he said! he 
didn’t have it, that it had never been turned over to 
him. 

S309 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness at |the 
end of his answer gave one word which I thinlj is 
probably the clue to this whole thing. Did I understand 
you to say that this was compared with the other? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: By whom? 
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The Witness: To the notes that I gave my secretary by 
me, and no one else. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was it also compared with the 
one that was read at the meeting? 

The Witness: Not since the reading. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you sure that this is an 
exact copy of the one that was read at the meeting? 

The Witness: I am absolutely sure that this is the entire 
content of what I presented at that meeting. 

Mr. Shawe: It is not clear in mv mind vet, Mr. Exam- 
iner, if I could, I would like to ask him a couple of questions 
about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go right ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The Respondents’ Exhibit 115 for 
Identification, did you compare this with the one that you 
read at the meeting that night? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, he has answered the ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I asked him the question 
8310 and he said 44 no.” 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he stated why, and 
stated what it was. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, may I ask who did compare it? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that has been answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So far as he knows, it has never 
been compared. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, then, are you sure, Mr. Rev¬ 
erend Nicely, that this identical copy, this copy is identical 
with the one that vou read on the night of Thursdav, June 
17th? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question has been an¬ 
swered, it was the question that you asked. It seems to me 
there is no reason for asking questions over and over. 

Mr. Shawe: I asked him if it was identical, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, he said he thought that the contents— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he did say so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us again and get it 
on the record. 

The Witness: This is the identical content. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there an objection? 

Mr. Shawe: May I ask if this is offered as a report of the 
committee or as Mr. Nicely’s report? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Shawe, that is offered as what it 
8311 has been stated to be by Dr. Nicely, and your ques¬ 
tion relates to its probative value, and what il; may 
be, may be investigated later. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any objection! 

Mr. Shawe: I object to it, Mr. Examiner, first of all it 
hasn’t been proven to be identical with the one tha‘: was 
read at the meeting; there is nothing, it is a self-serving 
declaration, it hasn’t been shown to be anything but this 
own man’s report, this witness’ own report prepared by 
him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled, the document; will 
be received in evidence as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 115. 

Proceed, Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: Stamp that, Mr. Reporter. 

(Thereupon, the document which was previously marked 
44 Respondents’ Exhibit No. 115 for Identification,” re¬ 
ceived in evidence.) 


8312 Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Dr. Nicely, the report which is stated 
in Respondents’ Exhibit 115 in evidence, as I understand 
you was read by you at the meeting of June, 1937? A. It 
was. 

Q. Was that read as a report of the committee or as your 
individual report? A. It was read as the report of) the 
committee. 

Q. Was any action taken on it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: By whom ? 

Mr. Broun: At that meeting. What did you say, Mr. 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn’t quite hear you finish 
your question. 

Go right ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me whether or not any 
action was taken on that report at the meeting of June 17th, 
1937 after you had read it? A. It was received by Mr. 
Martin and, as I recall, Mr. Martin said, “If there are no 
objections this will be received as the report of the commit¬ 
tee.” There were no objections and it was passed. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, would you be good 
enough to find out from the witness if the committee pre¬ 
viously had likewise considered the report ? 

Mr. Broun: "Will you answer that question, 

8313 please, Dr. Nicely? 

The Witness: Very happily. I called and made 
report of this resolution to Mr. Custer and to Mr. McGin- 
ley. I could not that afternoon when I wrote it locate Rabbi 
Granowitz or Mr. Weimer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: D. P. Weimer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You said, Doctor, as I understand 
you, I just wanted to be sure of what you intended, that you 
made a report of this report, or this resolution rather to th* 
gentlemen that you have named; did I understand you cor 
rectly to say that you telephoned those gentlemen and talkeo 
to them and told them of the substance of what the report 
would be ? A. I telephoned them and read them my report, 
as the majority of the committee. 

Q. Did they or did they not approve it? A. They ap¬ 
proved it. 

Q. In so far as you know did David Watkins do anything 
to cooperate in the maintenance of law and order ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, no founda¬ 
tion has been laid for that question. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question is based on Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 115 in evidence, and on the statement 
of the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

8314 (The reporter read the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

The Witness: The only contact — 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. 

The Witness: I beg your pardon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. Mr. Broun? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you, Dr. Nicely, see David Wat¬ 
kins at any time after the meeting between him and your 
special committee on Tuesday, June 15th? 

Mr. Shawe: June 14th, isn’t it? 

The Witness: I did. I saw him on Wednesday following 
the Tuesday meeting of our committee with Rabbi Granow- 
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itz. Rabbi Granowitz regreted that the word “insincere” 
had been mentioned in the press. He asked me if I would 
go with him to see Mr. Watkins and he wanted to make that 
statement. I accompanied him only as a witness and chair¬ 
man of the committee, and at that time we said we would see 
what we could get out of Mr. Watkins, whether or not he 
would be willing to cooperate further in culminating an 
agreement here to end the strike. 

Mr. Watkins had nothing to report. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that last answer, 
please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer.) 

8315 Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Dr. Nicely — 

Mr. Shawe: May we have a date fixed, please? 

Mr. Broun: I think the witness gave us the date, Wednes¬ 
day. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Wednesday. 

Mr. Broun: June 16th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Dr. Nicely, you referred to yourself 
in that answer as chairman of the committee or said that 
you accompanied Granowitz as chairman and witness; will 
you tell me what your status was on the committee? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, he has told us that he was 
chairman. Is respondents’ counsel trying to impeach his 
own witness? 

8316 Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go head. 

The Witness: I was acting chairman from Tues¬ 
day afternoon, on account of the absence of Mr. Weimer, 
until the report at the Citizens’ Committee in the High 
School on Thursday night. Then my relation was discon¬ 
tinued. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You say in the absence of Iplr. 
Weimer? A. In the absence of Mr. Weimer, who is the ac¬ 
tual appointed chairman. 

Q. Was he — A. Who was the actual appointed chairman. 

Q. Thank you. 

Q. Dr. Nicely, were you or were you not a member of any 
other committee of the Citizens’ Committee than the Spe¬ 
cial Committee to which you referred? A. I was not. 
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Q. Now, I am going to ask you a number of questions 
which are somewhat long and involved. I shall read them 
slowly. If you don’t understand them, will you say so? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one purporting to be a repre¬ 
sentative of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized 

8317 to act for either the Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation at any time before or 

during the strike among the employees of Bethlehem Steel 
Company at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly or in¬ 
directly suggest to you or order or direct that you or in so 
far as you know, that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or 
any member, officer, representative or committee thereof, 
do or refrain from doing anything in connection with the 
formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute before you answer that ques¬ 
tion. Mr. Examiner, I object to that question, first of all, 
on the ground it hasn’t been shown that this witness knows 
who the representatives are, or who could be authorized 
to act for the Bethlehem Steel Company or the Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation. I object to it, on the further ground 
that it calls for a conclusion. It is too indefinite and too 
vague. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have a standing objection to this line 
of questions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, since this case started, Mr. 
Shawe, we have had automatic exceptions. I don’t recall, 
unless I have a habit of saying things when I am not think¬ 
ing at all, that I ever rescinded the order. 

8318 Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I object. 

Mr. Shawe: I said a standing objection, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, you must have misunderstood me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know, you mean to 
all this line of questions which are similar? 

Mr. Shawe: That’s correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: If you prefer, I will make my objections— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s have it understood there 
is an objection, unless I tell the witness not to answer, it is 
understood that I am overruling the objection each time. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any one purporting to be a rep¬ 
resentative of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized to act 
for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation at any time before or during the strike among 
the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cambria 
Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly suggest to you or 
order or direct that you, or in so far as you know, that the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or any member, officer, 
representative or committee thereof, do- or refrain 
8319 from doing anything in connection with any of the 
activities of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or 
of any committee thereof? A. No. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Sliawe: May I call your attention to the fact that on 
page 11,930, that same identical question was asked and an 
objection sustained. 

Mr. Broun: I certainly recall, Mr. Examiner, that if the 
the record shows any such thing as that, the record is in¬ 
correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What page, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: 11929 and 30. The question was identical 
with the exception of the word “whatsoever”. 

Mr. Broun: That, Mr. Examiner, 1 think will be abcjut 
six questions from now. 

Mr. Moore: It is the same except instead of talking about 
horses you are talking about cows. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What page is that, Mr. Shaw^? 

Mr. Shawe: 11929 and 11930, the bottom of the page. 

Mr. Broun: May I borrow my copy back, Mr. Examiner? 
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Mr. Moore: The last question in the series, Mr. Ex- 

8320 aminer, that I asked had as the last two words, I 
think— 

Mr. Broun: Anything* whatsoever. 

Mr. Moore: Anything whatsoever. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is as I recall. 

Mr. Moore: You did sustain the objection to that, but 
that was the onlv one in the series to which vou did sustain 
it 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I recall, Mr. Sliawe, if you 
will look at page 11927, you will see a question almost iden¬ 
tical with the one which has just been read and which I per¬ 
mitted the witness, Stanton, to answer. I call your atten¬ 
tion to the statement beginning with the second sentence, 
“Mr. Moore: In the forepart, Mr. Examiner, if I may 
avoid reading it—” and then comes the second question— 
“or in connection with any of the activities of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee—” 

Now, Mr. Broun has added in addition to that, “Or any 
committee thereof” as I understand it. 

Mr. Broun: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is substantially the same 
question. You will also recall that when I sustained the ob¬ 
jection the other day, of course you don't know what I was 
thinking about, but I was thinking about “anything whatso¬ 
ever”. That was the reason I sustained the objection to 
the question when you called niv attention to it. It is 

8321 a different question. 

Mr. Sliawe: I may be wrong, but as I recall— 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Well, I may be wrong, too. 

Mr. Shawe: The question included “anything”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything whatsoever. This 

question did not have “anything whatsoever” in it, this 

question is on one that I just indicated with the addition of 

“anv committee thereof”— 

* 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If I am wrong, correct me. 

Mr. Broun: You are correct, it is an entirely different 
question. 

Mr. Shawe: In order to clear it up in my mind, may we 
have the last question read again ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, read it. 
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last 

on 


(The reporter repeated the last question as above Iset 
forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: In my opinion, this question which has j 
been read, is even more objectionable than the question 
11929. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

8322 Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: Now, because of the interruption!, I 
think the record will not be clear, Mr. Examiner, unless I 
read in full the next question. As you appreciate I hjive 
now asked two questions, and I will ask the third one And 
thereafter, I hope we will be able, without repeating the 
preface of the question, to- ask other questions by the short 
form. It being understood that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The forepart has been asked. 

Mr. Broun: —the forepart goes along. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did anyone purporting to be a repre¬ 
sentative of, or to be acting for, or to be authorized to act 
for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, at any time before or during the strike am^ng 
the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company, at its Cam¬ 
bria Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly suggest to 
vou or order or direct that vou, or insofar as vou know, that 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or any member, officer, 
representative or committee thereof, do or refrain from 
doing anything in connection with the holding of any meet¬ 
ings? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, just a moment, Mr. 
Shawe, have you an objection? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir, the same objection, and I would like 
to ask the witness if he understands the question. 
S323 The Witness: I think I understand the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. Go ahead. 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t want the record to 
be mixed, I think I shall have to repeat it, if you will allow 
me. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did anyone, purporting to be a rep¬ 
resentative of or to be acting for, or to be authorized to act 
for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, at any time before or during the strike am^ng 
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the employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at its Cambria 
Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly suggest to you or 
order or direct that you, or in so far as you know, that the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or any member, officer, 
representative or committee thereof, do or refrain from 
doing anything in connection with the issuance of any pub¬ 
lic statement or statements? A. No. 

Q. Or, in connection with the insertion of any advertise¬ 
ment or advertisements in anv newspaper or newspapers? 
A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet or 
booklets, or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any 

8324 speeches or statements over the radio, or otherwise? 
A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to, or the holding of any conferences with, officials of 
or other persons purporting to represent the United States 
of America, or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, or 
Cambria County, or the City of Johnstown, or Franklin 
Boro, or the so-called Steel Workers’ Committee? A. No. 

Q. Or, in connection with anything whatsoever? 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. I object to that, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did anyone whom you know, or be¬ 
lieve to have been a representative of, or acting for, or au¬ 
thorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any time before or during 
the strike among the employees of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany, at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly or indi¬ 
rectly suggest to you or order or direct that you, or in so 
far as you know, that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
or any member, officer, representative or committee 
thereof, do or refrain from doing anything in con- 

8325 nection with the formation of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. It calls for 
a conclusion and it is too broad, too vague. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 
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Mr. Shawe: If anything, it covers a multitude— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Whereupon a discussion ensued off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did anyone whom you know or be¬ 
lieve to have been a representative of or acting for, or au¬ 
thorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, at any time before or during 
the strike among the employees of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly or indi¬ 
rectly suggest to you or order or direct that you, or in so 
far as you know, that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, 
or any member, officer, representative or committee thereof, 
do or refrain from doing anything in connection with any 
of the activities of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or 
of any committee thereof ? 

8326 Mr. Shawe: I object to it, Mr. Examiner, same 
objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or, in connection with the holding of 
any meeting? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or, in connection with the issuance 
of any public statement or statements? 

Mr. Shawe: Objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or, in connection with the insertion 
of any advertisement or advertisements in any newspaper 
or newspapers? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

The Witness: No. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Broun) Or, in connection with the publica¬ 
tion of any booklet or booklets, or any pamphlet or pamph¬ 
lets? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

The Witness: No. 

5327 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or, in connection with the 
making of any speeches or statements over the radio 

or otherwise? 

Mr. Shawe: Objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or, in connection with the solicitation 
or expenditure of funds? 

Mr. Shawe: Objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or, in connection with the sending of 
any communications to, or the holding of any conferences 
with, officials of or other persons purporting to represent 
the United States of America, or the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, or Cambria County, or the City of Johns¬ 
town, or Franklin Boro, or the so-called Steel Workers’ 
Committee? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or, in connection with anything 
whatsoever ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action or in doing any¬ 
thing, or in refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you, as a member of the Johnstown 

5328 Citizens’ Committee, or of the special committee, 
with respect to which you have testified, ever act for 

the purpose of aiding, helping, or benefitting Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as distin¬ 
guished from any other interest or other property owner, 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Mr. Shawe: Objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might I say that it seems 


to 


me that that is a proper question, because it relates to what 
is within the knowledge of this witness and his intention apd 
purpose in asking, that the fact which is relevant to the c4se 
and the issues involved. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

The Witness: The answer is no. 

Mr. Broun: That answer may go out. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike the answer from the record, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer is stricken. 

The Witness: I beg your pardon, I misunderstood yiu. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is quite all right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In taking any action, or in doijng 
anything, or in refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee, or the special committee wfith respect to 
S329 which you have testified, ever endeavor to act for the 
purpose of aiding, helping or bencfitting Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as distin¬ 
guished from any other interest or other property owner, 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Shawe: Objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I understand you have the 
standing objection. If you prefer to state it each tinpe, 
why, go ahead. 

Mr. Shawe: As long as the record is clear. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In so far as you know, did the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or the special committee 
with respect to which you have testified, or any member or 
representative of either such committee, take any action or 
do anything, or refrain from taking any action or doing 
anything, for the the purpose of aiding, helping, or benefit- 
ting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corpo¬ 
ration, as distinguished from any other interest or other 
property owner, whether located in Johnstown or else¬ 
where? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Bioun) Did any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of the special 
committee with respect to which you have testified, or the 
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Executive Committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 

8330 Committee, at any meeting of any of such commit¬ 
tees which you attend, or elsewhere, in so far as you 

know, ever say in words or substance that the taking of 
any action or the doing of anything, or the refraining from 
taking any action or doing anything by such committee, or 
any member or representative thereof, was for the purpose 
of aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company 
or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as distinguished from any 
other interest or other property owner, whether located in 
Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, before the witness an¬ 
swers, I feel that I have lost myself—off the record, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion ensued off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: I would like to have the question reread. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: I would like to strike out the part referring 
to the Executive Committee. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
follows: 

8331 ‘'Did any member or representative of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee, or of the Special Commit¬ 
tee with respect to which you have testified, at any meeting 
of either of such committees which you attended, or else¬ 
where, in so far as you know, ever say in words or sub¬ 
stance that the taking of any action or the doing of any¬ 
thing, or the refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything by such committee, or any member or representa¬ 
tive thereof, was for the purpose of aiding, helping or bene- 
fitting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration as distinguished from any other interest or other 
property owner, whether located in Johnstown or else¬ 
where?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You said you wanted to add an 
objection to that when we were off the record. 
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Mr. Shawe: Veil, I would like to add the objection. 
There is no time or place fixed, the question is too brpad, 
too vague. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. | 

Mr. Broun: Just a moment, Mr. Examiner, if you dpn’t 
mind. Mr. Examiner, might we have the reporter,—Mr. 
Moore is a little doubtful whether I may not have asked a 
certain question—read to us the third question after [the 
last question which I asked, which applies to the same 
question. 

8332 Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t quite understand 
you, if the reporter does. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated a question as follows: 

“In so far as you know, did the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, or the Special Committee with respect to which ^ou 
have testified, or any member or representative of either 
such committee, take any action or do anything or refrain 
from doing any action or doing anything for the purposej of 
aiding, helping, or benefitting Bethlehem Steel Companyior 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as distinguished from any 
other interest or property owner, whether located in Johps- 
town or elsewhere?”) 

Mr. Broun: Now, was it answered, or was it sustained? 

The Reporter: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of the Special 
Committee with respect to which you have testified, at any 
meeting of either of such committees which you attended, br 
elsewhere, in so far as you know, ever say in words or |in 
substance that the taking of any action, the doing of any¬ 
thing, or the refraining from taking any action or doiijig 
anything by such committee or any member or representa¬ 
tive thereof, was for the purpose of aiding, helping 

8333 or benefitting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any 

other interest or other property owner whether located in 
Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Broun) Was anything said in any meeting 
of the Citizens’ Committee, or the Special Committee with 
respect to which you have testified, which yo-u attended, to 
the effect that anything was to be done or atempted by the 
Citizens’ Committee or by such Special Committee, in the 
interest of Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, as distinguished from any other interest or 
other property owner, whether located in Johnstown or 
elsewhere ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: No. 

8334 Q. Did Mr. C. R. Ellicott, in so far as you know, 
take any part in the transaction of any business that 

was transacted at any time by the Citizens’ Committee or 
by any committee thereof ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Never. 

Mr. Shawe: May I ask what counsel means by transac¬ 
tion, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I suppose he means the same 
thing that he meant the other day. 

Mr. Broun: That is correct. 

Mr. Shawe: Is it so understood? 

Mr. Broun: That is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you ever hear from any member 
or representative of the Citizens’ Committee or of any com¬ 
mittee thereof that Mr. C. R. Ellicott took any part in the 
transaction of any business that was transacted at any time 
by the Citizens’ Committee or by any committee thereof? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: At no time. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You testified, I believe, correct me 
if I am wrong, that Mr. Sidney D. Evans was present at the 
meeting of the Citizens' Committee held at the Elks Club 
on the evening of Monday, June 14, 1937, although 

8335 vou at that time did not know him and that at that 
* 

meeting Mr. Evans made a statement to the effect, in 
substance, that the mills would be kept open for men who 
desired to work; now, my question is, do you consider that 
the transaction of business? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question, 
first of all, I don’t think that counsel has stated just what 
the witness said that Mr. Evans said at the meeting. 
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Mr. Broun: I said, in substance I did not purport to 
quote everything the witness said— 

Mr. Sliawe: I don’t see that the question adds anything 
to the witness’ testimony, Mr. Examiner, it is merely 
superfluous, it doesn’t add a thing. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Sliawe: He has told us what Mr. Evans— 

Mr. Broun: It is asked for the purpose of laying a ljiasis 
for the next question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, why not ask this witness, 
since we asked the previous witness, whether he regards 
that as a transaction of business? 

Mr. Broun: That is, as I understood, what I had asked. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: No, my point is this, we should 
first find out from the witness whether he regard^ the 


the 


8336 statement made by Mr. Evans at the meeting as 
transaction of business. 

Mr. Broun: That is precisely what I asked. 

Mr. Shawe: If I may break in, Mr. Examiner, he has 
told us that Mr. Evans did not participate in any transac¬ 
tion of business, he has told us what Mr. Evans said at the 
meeting. Now, I don’t see where that question adds a tfiing 
to the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, let’s read the ques¬ 
tion. Let’s have some sort of orderly system. I have 
asked the reporter to read the question, then you come in 
and make another objection to the question. Let’s have 
one at a time, please. Go ahead. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Mr. Evans, in so far as lyou 
know, take any part in the transaction of any business that 
was transacted at that meeting on June 14, 1937? 

Mr. Shawe: Objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: He did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Mr. Sidney D. Evans take any 
part, in so far as you know, in the transaction of any busi¬ 
ness that was transacted at any time by the Citizens’ 
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8337 Committee or by its Executive Committee or by any 
committee thereof, including your Special Commit¬ 
tee, with respect to which you have testified? 

Mr. Shawe: Objection, Mr. Examiner, the question is 
too broad and calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if I may, I would like to re¬ 
phrase the question, because I think one of the references 
goes to the wrong— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, the question is 
stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Mr. Sidney D. Evans take any 
part, in so far as you know, in the transaction of any busi¬ 
ness that was transacted at any time by the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or by its Executive Committee or by any committee 
of the Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Shawe: Objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand that ques¬ 
tion ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: He did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you ever hear from any member 
or representative of the Citizens’ Committee or of its Exe¬ 
cutive Committee or of any other committee of the 

8338 Citizens’ Committee that Mr. Sidney D. Evans ever 
took any part in the transaction of any business that 

was transacted at any time by the Citizens’ Committee or 
by its Executive Committee or by any other committee of 
the Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Shawe: Objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I never heard of his taking any part in 
the business of the Citizens’ Committee or any subsidiary 
committees whatsoever. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any person purporting to be a 
representative or to be acting for, or authorized to act for, 
or whom you know or believe to have been a representative 
of or acting for, or authorized to act for, either Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, in so far 
as you know, take any part in the transaction of any busi¬ 
ness that was transacted at any time by the Citizens’ Com- 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


^307 

mittee or by its Executive Committee or by any other com¬ 
mittee of the Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Shawc: Objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you ever hear from any meniber 
or representative of the Citizens’ Committee or olf its 

8339 Executive Committee or of any other committee} of 
the Citizens’ Committee that any person purporting 

to be a representative of or to be acting for or to be author¬ 
ized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation, ever took any part in the transac¬ 
tion of any business that was transacted at any time by 
the Citizens’ Committee or by its Executive Committee or 
by any other committee of the Citizens’ Committee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above jset 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Shawe: Objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pie may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you ever hear from any mein- 
ber or representative of the Citizens’ Committee or of |ts 
Executive Committee or of any committee of the Citizens’ 
Committee that any person who you know was or be- 

8340 lieve to have been a representative of or acting for 
or authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany or Bethlehem Steel Corporation ever took any part 
in the transaction of any business that was transacted ^t 
any time by the Citizens’ Committee or by its Executive 
Committee or by any other committee of the Citizens’ Com- 
mittee ? A. No. 
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Q. Did you ever hear from any member or representative 
of the Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Committee 
or of any other committee of the Citizens’ Committee that 
any person who such member or representative stated that 
he knew or believed was a representative of or acting for 
or authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company 
or Bethlehem Steel Corporation ever took any part in the 
transaction of any business that was transacted at any 
time by the Citizens’ Committee or by its Executive Com¬ 
mittee or by any other committee of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee ? A. No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did any member or representative 
of the Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Corn- 

8341 mittee or of any other committee of the Citizens’ 
Committee or any one who purported to be a repre¬ 
sentative of or to be acting for or to be authorized to act for, 
either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration, or who you know was to be, or believe to have been 
a representative of or acting for, or authorized to act for, 
either such company or such corporation, ever tell you that 
there ever was a connection between the Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee or its Executive Committee and either such company or 
such corporation? 

Mr. Broun: Off the record, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. He mav answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Suppose we 
take a short recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

8342 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I want to ask a ques¬ 
tion with reference to a number of named individuals. 

I handed the witness a list of those individuals, so that he 
would be able to follow the question, and I would like it 
understood that the names will be set forth in the record as 
so asked. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The same way we did before ? 
Mr. Broun: As before, yes, it is the same list as before, 
of which, I believe, the counsel for the Board have a copy. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were any of the following named 
persons a member of the Citizen’s Committee, or of any 
committee thereof— 

Eugene G. Grace 
Frederick A. Shick 
Robert E. McMath 
George H. Blakeley 
C. Austin Buck 
Charles R. Holton 
Charles M. Schwab 
James H. Ward 
Quincy Bent 
Archibald Johnston 
Joseph M. Larkin 
Paul Mackall 
8343 Norborne Berkeley 
Charles D. Marshall 
William J. Brown 
James P. Bender 
Charles R. Miller 
Edward B. Hill 
William H. Johnstone 
Warren M. Driver 
Sigmund L. Holverstott 
Richard H. Schlottman 
Frederick N. Finger 
Robert Young 
Fred H. Overdorf 
William L. Achenbach 
Donald T. Aikenhead 
Jesse V. Honeycutt 
John M. Ellis 
Charles M. Denise 
William H. Stewart 
Paul W. Cotton 
Edward F. Gohl 
Robert S. A. Dougherty 
Roy A. Lewis 
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Charles R. Ellicott 
Harry A. Whitaker 

8344 Edward F. Entwisle 
Jacob H. Edmonds 

Stewart J. Cort 
Frank A. Robbins, Jr. 
Edwin J. Paulus 
T. Scott Clingan 
Thomas R. Johns 
Myrle L. Jacobs 
Arthur F. Peterson 
Edward J. Quackenbush 
Agustino T. De Serrano 
John M. Gross 
Harry C. Crawford 
Ralph E. Hough 
Sidney D. Evans 
Ewart L. Roberts 
John C. Davies 
Francis A. Dunn 
Homer M. Crossett 
Ralph Kent 
Gordon R. Baer 
Frank E. Howells 
Harry R. Coulson 
Harry A. Marlev 

Harry H. Phillips 

8345 Thomas F. Gallagher 
Clifford T. Ward 

William H. Bennett 
Thomas C. Kern 
Patrick J. Scott 
Daniel W. O’Leary 
Scott D. Baumer 
Charles J. Eppley 
Edwin W. Trexler 
George W. Rodgers 
Harry F. Raab 
Jerry F. Wilbur 
Harold C. Cox 
Harry E. Trout 
Charles M. Schwartz 
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Robert Earl Penrod 
Elliott H. Hollenback 
William C. Frank 
Clayton T. Harrison 
Bernard A. Blume 
Irwin W. Penrod 
Edward 0. Murray 
Walter M. Thomas 
Henry P. Veil 

Frank E. Thompson 

8346 Wilbur B. Hoddinott. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, Mr. Witness, Mr. Brbun 
said, “any of the following named persons.” He was 
referring to the last of persons that you have in your hand. 
Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, you take your time, Dr. Nicely. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Just go over the list slowly. 
The Witness: The question again, please? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were any of the following named 
persons a member of the Citizens’ Committee or of any 
committee thereof ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, take your time, Doctor. 

(Whereupon the -witness examined the list of nanjies 
handed to him by counsel.) 

8347 A. Your Honor, I recognize the names of a number 
of these men, some of them are in my own church, but 

I do not recognize the name of any person on this list as 
ever having participated in the work of the Citizens’ Cojn- 
mittee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now T , I wonder if that is 
quite responsive to your question, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: If I may, I will read the question again so 
that Dr. Nicely will have it in mind, now that he has con¬ 
sidered the persons that I named in the question. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, now, I move to have that answer 
stricken inasmuch as it is not responsive to the questio^i. 

Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner, that the answer is 
responsive, but not perhaps fully responsive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is not entirely responsive. I 
will let the answer stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, the precise question was, Djr. 
Nicely, -were any of the following named persons a member 
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of the Citizens’ Committee or of any committee thereof and 
those persons are the ones whose names you have just con¬ 
sidered. A. To the best of my knowledge, there is no per¬ 
son whose name is given here who was a member of the 
Citizens’ Committee or any other committees of the 
Citizens’ Committee. 

Q. In so far as you know, did any of the persons 

8348 whose names I read in asking the preceding question 
at any time suggest to you or order or direct that the 

Citizens’ Committee or the Special Committee with re¬ 
spect to which you have testified, or the Executive Com¬ 
mittee of the Citizen’s Committee, or any of such commit¬ 
tees, or any member or officer or representative of any 
such committee, as such Citizens’ Committee or such 
Special Committee or such Executive Committee or such 
member or officer or representative, do or refrain from do¬ 
ing anything? 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. He may answer. 

The Witness: Xo. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, if you care to have a 
few minutes— 

Mr. Broun: We won’t take but just a moment, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —to check over your notes, why, 
you may have it. 

Mr. Broun: We just want to clear up— just a moment, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you want to check over 
your notes, why, you may have a few minutes. 

8349 Mr. Broun: It might be well to take about five 
minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Mr. Broun: Whenever you are ready, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Dr. Nicely, I want to clear up one 
or two little points which aren’t quite clear to me in your 
testimony. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4313 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, for the purpose of saving- 
time and directing the witness to particular matters, I 
would like to ask quite leading questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You want to call his attention 
to some statements he has made. 

Mr. Broun: Yes, to, some statements he has made. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You made reference to, or stated, 
Dr. Nicely, in speaking of the reports which you had heard 
at the beginning of the strike, of a stripping, as I under¬ 
stood you. Now, do you recall when the stripping that you 
refer to took place, the date? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Broun, is that 
question quite accurate? You are referring, you are asking 
this witness about something that he heard about. 4-s I 
understand it, your question, however, implies that he k^iew 
whether or not there was a stripping. That is as I 

8350 understand your question. 

Mr. Broun: You are quite right, Mr. Examiner. 
Let me withdraw the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn’t think you meant the 
question that way. 

Mr. Broun: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Dr. Nicely, you referred to having 
heard of a report of stripping; do you recall when you 
heard that report or whether it was stated to you in the 
report at what time the alleged stripping took place, 
whether or not it took place as a fact? A. To the best of 
my information, there were two strippings reported. One 
I heard quite early in the strike situation, possibly as early 
as Saturday following the strike. The second, the second 
week, but I cannot prove either of them to be facts. 

Q. No, that wasn’t my question. Now, Saturday follow¬ 
ing the strike, do you mean by that June 19th? 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, 1 object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think he stated yester¬ 
day that the strike started June 11th. 

The Witness: June 11th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Friday. 

The Witness: Correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: With that in mind, when 

8351 was the Saturday that you are referring to? 
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The Witness: There was a rumor of such stripping 
Saturday night and Sunday, but the one that seemed to 
be best substantiated was the end of the following week. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, then, as I understand it, you— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, if I may interrupt you, 
please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike all the testimony with refer¬ 
ence to the strippings. It is very clear and very evident 
now from the witness’ own testimony that it was merely 
rumors, hearsay, some of them weren’t even substantiated, 
cluttering up the record with a lot of nonsense. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let it stand. Go 
ahead. 

Mr. Broun: Do you mean, Mr. Shawe, by that, that you 
want to strike from the direct testimony as well as the testi¬ 
mony just given? 

Mr. Shawe: I think my objection was clear. 

Mr. Broun: It is not clear to me, I would like, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, to have Mr. Shawe clarify what he does mean. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s get on with the 
8352 proceedings, whatever you want to call it— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Shawe made a motion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The motion is dead. 

Mr. Broun: The motion is what? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I ruled on it, apparently the at¬ 
torneys didn’t hear me. I said “let it stand” when Mr. 
Shawe made his original motion I said “let it stand.” In 
other words, I denied the motion. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, now, Dr. Nicely, is my under¬ 
standing correct when I understand that you heard rumors 
of strippings, but that you did not remember just when you 
heard them? A. That’s correct. 

Q. You also made reference to stating what was said by 
persons who spoke at the meeting that you attended on the 
evening of June 14, 1937, to a statement that violence had 
occurred at the Iron Street Gate of Bethlehem Company, 
Bethlehem Steel Company; do you recall having heard of 
a major disturbance, a riot, at that gate, and if so, when 
you heard of it? A. I heard of a very big major riot at that 
gate. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the use of the words “major 
and big”, Mr. Examiner. 
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8353 The Witness: Well a riot— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember when you hedrd 
of that, Dr. Nicely? A. I do not have the date in my mijid. 

Q. When you heard at took place, what is that? A. I do 
not have the date fixed in my mind. 

Q. Now’, you also, in stating what I believe you said Mr. 
Heckman had stated at some time, I take it at the meetingiof 
June 14th, 1937, that he had said that he had been at another 
meeting. Do you recall whether or not he said that tfiat 
meeting had been a small meeting or a large meeting? [A. 
Mr. Heckman said it w’as a representative meeting held lat 
the American Legion, the night before the meeting at t^e 
Elks Hall. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Cross examine? 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw’e) Dr. Nicely, have you ever studied 
law’? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I must object to that ques¬ 
tion, I can see no possible relevancy or purpose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answ’er. 

The Witness: Divine, but not secular. 

8354 Q. (By Mr. Shaw’e) Well, you understand laiv 
that a lawyer studies? A. I never studied law’. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that the wit¬ 
ness has answered the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Divine but not secular. 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw’e) You recall respondents 9 counsel 
asked you a lot of questions with reference to the connection 
or authorizations of various officials of the Bethlehem Steejl 
Company and Bethlehem Steel Corporation? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it doesn’t seem that Mij. 
Shaw’e need go any further for me to enter an objection 
the record speaks for itself. 

Mr. Shaw’e: I am trying to direct his attention to thajt 
line of questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you remember when Mr! 
Broun asked you a lot of complicated questions about whiclj. 
you had to think a long time and w’hich we had read an^ 
reread back and forth? That is w’hat the question is. 



4316 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR BEL. BOARD. 


Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Do you recall that? A. Do I recall 
the questions? Yes, I recall the questions. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you remember one of the ques¬ 
tions, expressions, “purported to be acting for” which was 
used? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if Mr. Shawe wishes 

8355 to go into the forms of the questions, he could have 
objected at the time, which he did. It seems to me it 

is not now time for him to dig into the form of those ques¬ 
tions, and I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don't understand that 
Mr. Shawe is objecting to those questions, he is asking this 
witness whether he remembers these words used in other 
questions. 

Mr. Shawe: I am merely laying a foundation for some 
questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall that expression? A. 
In which question ? 

Q. In that line of questions which the Examiner just di¬ 
rected your attention to. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the expression did not ap¬ 
pear at all in the question, and Mr. Shawe’s question is en¬ 
tirely too broad. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall that expression used 
at all by respondents’ counsel? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that if Mr. 
Shawe wishes to refer to a specific use of language in a 
question, he should read the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I remember the general use of the words. 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, what does the expres- 

8356 sion, “purported to be acting for” mean to you? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that Mr. 
Shawe must clarify that question further by showing in 
what connection the word was used, the term was used. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, if I may state, the respon¬ 
dents— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I would understand by “purporting to 
be acting for” in the connection in which the phrase was 
used, that some representative of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company or the Bethlehem Steel Corporation was acting 
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for them in conjunction with one of these other committees 
here mentioned. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did it mean anything else to y|ou? 
A. I think that is inclusive. 

Q. What does the expression, “authorized to act f^r” 
mean to your mind? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I take it that your ru 
on the preceding question covers my objection to this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you are making an 
jection to this, why, I will overrule the objection. Go ahd 

The Witness: Will you repeat the question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

i 

(Whereupon the reporter repeated the last qiies- 

8357 tion as above set forth.) 

The Witness: “Authorized to act for”? 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Yes. A. Why, as a representative 
of this company or corporation. 

Q. And, that is all that the expression means to you? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question is far too gen¬ 
eral. It must, it seems to me, be related to the use which 
was made of the phrase. So far as it means that, it seelms 
to me, that the witness has answered the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, does it mean anything 
else, Doctor? 

The Witness: Oh, it could mean a lot of things, bu 
don’t believe it did. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What was that last remark? A. 
I say, it can mean a lot of things, but it didn’t mean any¬ 
thing else in particular to me. 

Q. What does a strike mean to you? Give me your defi¬ 
nition of a strike. A. A strike? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. I take it that a strike means that a nu 
ber of men who are dissatisfied with conditions under wh 
they are working, on the one hand, or, who are encouraged 
by outside men to seek greater returns, cease their labors. 

Q. What do you mean by outside men ? A. I mean 

8358 such men as came into Johnstown to influence the 
situation. 

Q. Are you a present member of the Citizens’ Committee 
of Johnstown? 

The Witness: Your Honor— 
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Mr. Broun: Just a moment, Mr. Examiner, will the 
reporter read the question, I didn’t get it. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as follows: 

“Q. Are you a present member of the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee of Johnstown?”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Proceed. 

Mr. Shawe: I will strike the question. 

8359 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Are you a member of the 
Citizens’ Committee of Johnstown at the present 

time? A. I was a member of the Citizens’ Committee, I 
am not sure whether the Citizens’ Committee still exists or 
not. 

Q. Do you know when it ceased to exist, if it did cease 
to exist? 

Mr. Broun: - Mr. Examiner, I object to that question, be¬ 
cause it has been answered by the preceding question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the previous question, 
please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: It is an impossible hypothetical question, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, when to your mind did the 
Citizens’ Committee come into existence? A. On the even¬ 
ing of June 13th, at the meeting at the Elks Hall. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Shawe, would you please clear up the 
date? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That would be June 14th, wouldn’t 
it? A. Perhaps it was, it was at that meeting. 

8360 Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean at the Elks 
Hall? 

The Witness: At the Elks Hall. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did the Citizens’ Committee of 
Johnstown, as you say which came into existence on the 
evening of Monday, June 14th, ever have a constitution; 
do vou know what I mean bv constitution? A. Quite well. 
No." 

Q. Did they have a charter? A. Not to my knowledge. 
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Q. Were there any membership records kept by the 
Citizens’ Committee of Johnstown? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that Mr. 
Shawe should first find out whether this witness had any 
official duties in connection with that, held anv office under 
the Citizens’ Committee and lay a basis for his questions. 

Mr. Shawe: I am asking him if he knows, Mr. Examiher. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I do not know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever sign a membership 
card? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, what coes 
he mean by a membership card? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whether there 
were any membership cards? 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, if I may object to your 
8361 question, too, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Broun: —membership card is not clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am giving Dr. Nicely 
the credit for a certain amount of imagination. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, at one time in this proceed¬ 
ing after a number of questions had been asked, you, I be¬ 
lieve, told me that I would be at liberty to suggest a ques¬ 
tion, that the question might be “a card on which one ap¬ 
plied for membership in—” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct, I thought that 
question was very well stated. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, this question— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I still think it is pretty good. 
Will you read Mr. Broun’s question? 

(The reporter read as follows: 

“—a card for which one applied for membership in—”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or signified an intention in. 

Mr. Broun: That, of course, Mr. Examiner, is not a com¬ 
plete question. The complete form would be, “Did you eVer 
sign a card on which you applied for membership in the 
Citizens’ Committee or any other organization”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Dr. Nicely, if Dr. Nicely doesn’t 
understand by this time— 
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The Witness: Xo, I never signed a card, it was 

8362 just taken for granted I was a member after the 
first meeting in the Elks Hall when I was appointed 

on a committee— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What was taken for granted, the 
fact that you— A. My membership, they took that for 
granted, I take it, when they appointed me on this special 
committee. 

Q. Well, would you say that each one that was present at 
that meeting was a member of the Citizens’ Committee? 
A. Yes, by action of the committee, I mean by action of 
the meeting, I think, the very great majority considered 
themselves members. I certainly would not say that every¬ 
body there considered themselves bound as members of that 
committee because many of them were never active in any 
way and I never saw them present at any meetings. 

Q. Well, would you say that only those men who attended 
meetings were members of the Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question, the 
witness seems to me to have answered it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Practically so. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, would you say that every¬ 
body that attended the meeting on Thursday night was a 
member of the Citizens’ Committee? A. Xo, there were 
some there who had no intention of joining the Citizens’ 
Committee, they were there for other purposes. 

8363 Q. Was Mr. Sidney D. Evans present at the Mon¬ 
day night meeting? A. Xot to my knowledge, that is 

—at the Monday night meeting? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. Oh, that is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the one that in the Elks 
Hall. 

The Witness: In the Elks Hall. I think he was, I was 
told that it was Mr. Evans, I did not know Mr. Evans per¬ 
sonally. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did he speak at that Monday night 
meeting? A. He spoke just a brief word near the conclu¬ 
sion with respect to the fact that he, as a citizen, appre¬ 
ciated the voluntary efforts of those present. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that Mr. 
Shawe’s question has been answered already by the witness. 
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What he is going into now is not responsive to Mr. Shawe’s 
question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, put another question. 
Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Were you present at the Thursday 
night meeting at the Central High School? A. Y^s. 
8364 Q. Who presided, if any one presided, at the njieet- 
ing? A. My recollection is that Mr. Martin pre¬ 
sided. 

Q. Mr. Martin? A. Yes. 

Q. Francis C. Martin? A. Yes. 

Q. Were you present at the entire meeting? 

Mr. Broun: I object to this line of questioning and I 
might say that it is beyond the scope of the direct examina¬ 
tion. The only thing which Dr. Nicely testified to on direct 
with reference to that meeting was the report which he 
read for his special committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Aren’t you forgetting—pardon 


me. 

Mr. Broun: And I may say further that I did not go 
into anything with Dr. Nicely which had already bben 
covered in these proceedings because 1 did not want to take 
up the time of the hearings by repeating and telling the 
same thing by a number of witnesses, which is one of the 
grounds of an objection which Mr. Shawe made yesterday 
to Dr. Nicely telling about the meeting on Monday, June 
14th, and as you pointed out in overruling the obiec- 
8365 tion we had not heard before that time from any one 
who had attended the entire meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Broun, I wonder 
whether you are forgetting these rather general questions 
that you asked at the conclusion of the direct examination? 
Those questions, I think, if you will analyze them, take in 
quite considerable territory. In fact, I think they w^re 
meant to take in rather considerable territory. 

Mr. Broun: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question of this kind might 
very well be in line with one of those questions. 1 make 
that observation in answer to you— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I am not sure whether they 
are, I would like to have that question read back. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead the question. 
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(The reporter repeated the pending question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You see, some of those ques¬ 
tions that you asked the witness had to do with whether 
he ever heard or knew or was told that the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or the Executive Committee or any sub-committee— 
it might be right along that line, I don’t know, of course. 

Mr. Broun: I still want to make clear to you when Mr. 
Shawe begins to go into things to which Dr. Nicely has not 
directly testified, at least on his direct examination, 

8366 what our theory has been in not going into those 
things ourselves. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand the theory. 

Mr. Broun: Why I did not myself ask him questions 
about those meetings. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but these general ques¬ 
tions, as I understood it, were for the purpose of eliminat- 
in a considerable amount of detail— 

Mr. Broun: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —discussion. While, if those 
general questions cover all of the situation in a general way, 
it certainly seems— 

Mr. Broun: I merely want to point out— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think I see your point. 

Mr. Broun: I want you to clearly understand what we 
have done and why we have done it, and I thought this was 
an opportune time to do so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am thinking of those general 
questions also, and in making your objections, if there were 
not these general questions, I think your point might have 
some substantial merit to it, but as it is, I wonder whether 
you really mean it the way you phrase it? 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, I don’t mean to say 
that the reason I did not on direct examination go 

8367 over in detail with Dr. Nicely many things which 
had already been gone over in detail was to avoid 

repetition. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand. 

Mr. Shawe: I am quite appreciative of that fact, Mr. 
Examiner. 
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Mr. Broun: I don’t know whether your ruling now 


means that Mr. Shawe can investigate the general 


ques¬ 


tions by going into full detail which will be repetitious. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s take a specific answer, 
just take one of the answers that this man gave to one of 
those general questions: Now, let’s assume that h^ said 

Cer- 
lalong 
cor- 


“no” 


to a specific question, as he did to a number, 
tainlv counsel would be entitled to interrogate him 
certain lines to show whether or not that answer, L _ 
rectlv stated, covered all the facts. Suppose they can show, 
we will say, that a certain thing may have occurred at a 
certain meeting which might tend to affect the answer pre¬ 
viously given in response to one of your general questions. 

I certainly think that would come right within the direct 
examination. Do I make myself clear? 

Mr. Broun: I think so, but I just wanted to make sure 
that you understood our position— 

8368 Trial Examiner Bloom: I think I understand 
your position. 

Mr. Broun: —also. 

Mr. Moore: It isn’t clear to my mind, Mr. Examiner— 
and I break in here not with reference to this witness but 
considering the next witness—it rather leaves me in the 
air as to what scope, or as to what the scope of my exam|ina- 
tion of the next witness should be. I had understood }[our 
statement, Mr. Examiner, to be that you, at least, wbuld 
prefer no duplication. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is true in any pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Mr. Moore: Except where it was thought to be necessary 
to corroborate or straighten out some points or something 
of that sort. Of course, these witnesses are giving memory, 
based upon memory, that is based upon memory, and bne 
of them said, of six months or so ago, of transactions tjiat 
took place six months or more ago. Now, I am puzzledi as 
to the scope of the examination as I shall conduct it with the 
next witness. 1 just want to point out to you the problem. 
I don’t want the answers— 

Trial Examiner Bloom. Well, I think the problem is in¬ 
herent in these general questions. If you ask a man general 
questions as to whether he ever did anything or 

8369 whether he ever heard any one say anything, if yj>u 
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ask him a general question about these general situa¬ 
tions, if any member of the Executive Committee or of the 
Citizens’ Committee did anything to his knowledge, or “Did 
he ever tell you that he was going to do anything, to your 
knowledge?” And he answers “no”, now that covers, of 
course, a great multitude of things. 

It would certainly seem to me that counsel were entitled 
to find out specifically whether he did do it, whether that is 
the fact. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I wasn’t directing my attention partic¬ 
ularly to your ruling on that question, simply to the prob¬ 
lem generally. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that, of course, is one of 
the problems. I want to keep the testimony in these pro¬ 
ceedings down as much as possible, but at the same time if 
you have questions of a very general nature asked on 
direct examination, of necessity counsel on cross-examina¬ 
tion must proceed by way of specific instances. Do you, 
Mr. Moore, as a matter of fact, see how they could proceed 
otherwise ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I am directing my attention more to 
the soundness of your statement. I don’t know that what¬ 
ever the effect may be that I would think it advisable or 
even fair to the record to repeat through various 
8370 witnesses accounts of the same meeting or the same 
transaction, the same event. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will say— 

Mr. Moore: I am pointing out to you this, it may be 
necessary for me, on further thought, to go over the same 
ground over and over again simply for the purpose of 
meeting the situation which has been created by your latter 
ruling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, let’s assume that last situ¬ 
ation occurs. We will find ourselves in this situation: If 
you went over the ground over and over again, as you 
stated, the probabilities are that you would take this whole 
thing as you did with the Reverend Stanton, from the be¬ 
ginning and go through to the end. Then in that situation, 
why, obviously the cross-examination would be broad. 

Mr. Moore: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, as I understand the pur¬ 
pose of these general questions, is to eliminate certain 
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of these specific questions, but at the same time to obtain, 
you might say, the benefit of that man’s knowledge of the 
general situation, and therefore to ask him general ques¬ 
tions, but on cross-examination I don’t think I can properly 
say to opposing counsel or to Board’s counsel in this 

8371 case that they cannot go into specific instances to 
show, or as a means of inquiring into, the accuracy of 

the answers given in general statements. 

Mr. Moore: While I am not saying that you are wrong, 
I frankly say that I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is a problem that I doubt, Mr. 
Moore, whether you have considered too seriously up to this 
moment. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I hadn’t, because I have not thought 
that it was necessary to go into it because of the general 
answers, perhaps I should say that the statement you have 
made is true, that I had not thought of it in that bearing 1 . I 
only speak of it now to show you the predicament in which 
it may put you, if I follow your suggestion of yesterday, 
which I thought was a fair one, namely, that we should not 
repeat. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as I say, I don’t think 
we should repeat any more than we have to. It may be as we 
get along with these various instances, that we can elim¬ 
inate some of them, but at the same time I am thinking of 
the problem in terms of these general questions as to 
whether or not those questions and answers do not of them¬ 
selves open the door completely. I don’t know whether you 
have thought of the problem in those terms, Mr. 

8372 Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Not in the same sense in which you do, 
I am not prepared to say that I think you are wrong, I only 
say that I do think the questions are asked not for that 
purpose, but merely, as they show, to try ultimately to find 
out what the mind of the witness was as to the relations 
between the respondents and the Citizens’ Committee or 
any members or branches. 

8373 Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me ask you this, Mr. 
Moore—maybe this will give you a better idea of 

what I have in mind—let’s assume that Dr. Nicely, for 
instance, had been asked no questions whatever aside from 
sufficient questions to qualify him as having knowledge of 
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the general situation, and then had been asked the general 
questions, so-called, immediately and that was all of his 
testimony. On cross-examination, it would seem to me, 
that counsel would have the right to go into specific in¬ 
stances 

Mr. Moore: Yes, that would be true, I think, but only if 
limited—and I am hardly doing more than thinking out loud 
for the moment, because T haven’t studied it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand your position. 

Mr. Moore: But, it would seem to me, that that would be 
only if those instances which could come specifically within 
the questions; in other words, that the question about which 
the witness was interrogated itself, must be, for instance, 
in the case where we use the word “transaction”, some¬ 
thing that is a transaction and then direct the attention of 
the witness as to whether or not anyone representing the 
respondents or purporting to represent the respondents, 
participated in that transaction, but here, the question is 
general, so general that the answer to it has nothing to do 
with the transaction. 

8374 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, at this moment 
there really is no question, as I understand it. 

Mr. Broun: I think perhaps there is one buried back 
in the record, but I am not sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think we will let that 
question stay, but I do think respondents’ counsel should 
consider the problem. In asking these general questions of 
future witnesses, if you intend to ask them, I think you 
might have that in mind. 

Mr. Moore: Well, to make myself clear, I think I have, 
but I want to be sure. Take an illustration. Dr. Stanton— 
Dr. Nicely has said, in substance,—I am not trying to quote 
him—that at the meeting at the high school, Central High 
School on the evening of Thursday, June 17th, he offered a 
resolution— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is true. 

Mr. Moore: —or made a report, and then suggested 
a resolution that the committee be discharged, that is in 
effect what his report is. Now, that is, I take it, a transac¬ 
tion at that meeting, that was the transacting of business 
when they adopted the resolution not to transact any busi¬ 
ness, as I understand it. Now, a question as to whether 
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Bethlehem Steel Company had anything to do with that in 
any way, drafting his report, making the suggestion to him 
that the committee be discharged, adopting the reso- 

8375 lution, or anything of that sort, would be quit^ in 
line with proper cross examination, but, as I sa^, it 

seems to me, in order to have a proper cross examination, 
it must be directed to something that is covered by the 
question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the difficulty goes back to, 
I think, that first line of questions, those general questions. 
If you recall—and correct me if I am wrong—in those, you 
used the words, “suggest to you directly or indirectly”. 

Now, there you have a word like “indirectly” in there, 
which itself opens the door to a great many things. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, but that would mean, as I understand 
it, was put in there to mean simply this: not that some offi¬ 
cial of the company came, but sent some official, somebody 
else to Dr. Nicely to suggest it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Moore: But, the question—of course I am using only 
an illustration as to what indirectly means—it is the con¬ 
trary of “directly”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I bring that one up be¬ 
cause, as I understood these questions, Mr. Moore, they 
were framed rather generally and of necessity had to be 
framed generally, in order to cover a number of situations. 
You were trying to cover with a minimum of words what 
you could have gone into detail about. 

8376 Mr. Moore: No, I don’t think that, I think we 
could have gone into more detail and then asked i;he 

question in the end. It is a catch-all. We were trying to 
prove the negative, which, of course, is always very trouble¬ 
some to prove. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Moore: However, I don’t wish to urge it any more, 
I simply spoke, not for the purpose of objecting to your 
ruling, but rather for the purpose of pointing out to you 
what the effect of your previous ruling might be on exam¬ 
ination of witnesses which we may call in the future. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t think I really 
made a hard and fast ruling on that yesterday, it was a 
suggestion to counsel that as much as possible we try to 
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eliminate a duplication of testimony, which I think is a 
good rule to follow in any kind of proceeding. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I agree. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, may I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending now, 
Mr. Shawe, because the reporter would have to spend at 
least a half hour to tell us what the question was. 

The Reporter: I have it here. 

Mr. Shawe: No, I would rather have the question 
stricken. 

Mr. Moore: Then, the question is stricken? 

8377 Mr. Broun: Do you withdraw it? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you attend a meeting of 
the committee held at the Central High School on Thursday 
night, June 17th, 1937? A. I did. 

Q. Were you present during the entire meeting? A. I 
was present during the entire meeting. 

Q. And, who presided over the meeting? 

Mr. Broun: This is the second time, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I am just trying to bring the witness 
back where we were before this discussion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean illuminate him? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Mr. Francis C. Martin. 

Q. (By ilr. Shawe) Did Mr. Martin at any time during 
the meeting state to the audience that he had received 
$10,000 the day before the meeting on Wednesday, June 
16th, from Mr. Sidney D. Evans of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company, which he turned over to Mayor Shields? A. He 
did not. 

Mr. Broun: I object to it, I object to the question, Mr. 
Examiner, and move to strike on the ground that it does 
not accurately state the record. There is no testimony in 
the record which warrants that statement. 

8378 Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(Whereupon the reporter repeated the last question and 
answer as above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there is no testimony in 
the record which would warrant such statement, there is no 
testimony that the money was— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: T will treat the objection as a 
motion to strike, inasmuch as the witness answered. The 
motion is denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe)* .Did Mayor Shields speak at t 
meeting? A. He did. 

Q. Did Mayor Shields at any time during the meeting 
while he spoke to the audience, state that he had receivj 
$10,000 from Mr. Martin? 

The Witness: Shall I answer ? 

Trial Exaxminer Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: lie did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were there other speakers at the 
meeting? A. There were. 

Q. Did any speaker during that evening state that Mr. 
Martin had received $10,000 from Mr. Evans of the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company? A. Xo speaker made such 
8379 statement at that meeting. 

Q. Did any speaker during the evening state tljat 
Mr. Martin had given $10,000 to Mayor Shields? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question has just be|en 
answered. 

Mr. Shawe: Xo, this is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Xo this is— 

Mr. Shawe: —not the same. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —a different question. He m$ty 
answer. 

The Witness: Xo speaker made any reference to ahy 
money whatsoever given to Mayor Shields, or to Mr. Martin 
bv Mr. Evans, or to either Mavor Shields or Mr. Martin by 
anyone. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you know during the month of 
June or July, 1937, that Francis C. Martin received ap¬ 
proximately $10,000 in cash from Mr. Sidney D. Evans j)f 
the Bethlehem Steel Company, which money was delivered 
to Mayor Shields of Johnstown? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) —by Mr. Martin? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that question, there is nothing in 
the record to warrant such a statement, there is no evidence 
any money was earmarked, and it is an unwarranted state¬ 
ment by counsel. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 
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8380 (Thereupon the reporter repeated the last ques¬ 
tion as above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: And furthermore, the question is objection¬ 
able, because of the use of the word “know”. There is 
nothing in the record to show any connection with this 
witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did not know anything concerning any 
money being delivered to Mr. Martin or by Mr. Martin dur¬ 
ing the month of June or July, and I do not know it now. 
All that I know about it is hearsay. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did you first hear about it? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, may I ask Mr. Shawe 
to clear up what “it” refers to. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did you hear that Mayor 
Shields received money from Mr. Martin, which came from 
the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there is no testimonv in the 
record to that effect whatsoever. I object to the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I never heard any such information di¬ 
rectly. The first I ever heard of it was some report in the 
press, and I do not know the date. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did the report in the press 

8381 refer to Mr. Martin’s testimony at the Labor Board 
hearing, which was held at Franklin Boro? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that the best 
evidence there is the report of the press itself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: It purported to be a report of Mr. Martin 
at the Labor Board hearing in Franklin. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know Mr. Martin? A. 
Which Mr. Martin? 

Q. Mr. Francis C. Martin. A. Quite well. 

Q. Did Mr. Martin ever state to you that he had received 
money from the Bethlehem Steel Company which he de¬ 
livered to Mayor Shields? 

Mr. Broun: 1 object to that question, Mr. Examiner, it 
is unwarranted. It assumes a state of facts not in evidence 
and has already been answered. 

Mr. Shawe: That question has not been answered, Mr. 
Examiner. 
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Mr. Broun: If he didn’t know or never heard of any 
money, Mr. Examiner, or money received by Mr. Martini he 
couldn’t possibly give any further answer to that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I never was told by Mr. Martin that he 
received any funds whatsoever from Bethlehem Corpora¬ 
tion, or from any representative of Bethlehem Cpr- 

8382 poration. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, if I told you that Mr. 
Martin so testified at the Labor Board hearing, would you 
have any reason to doubt Mr. Martin’s word? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, it is entirely 
improper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you know during the months of 
June and July, 1937, that two messengers employed in tljie 
same bank, where Mr. Martin is employed, delivered two 
packages which they received from Mr. Evans of the Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company, and delivered those same packages 
to Mayor Shields? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question, 
there is no evidence in the record as to that, no evidencje 
what the position, as 1 recall it, is of the men to which Mi*. 
Shawe referred, and certainly I don’t think that they em¬ 
ployed a messenger. 

Mr. Shawe: I will rephrase the question. 

Mr. Broun: It is a conclusion drawn by counsel for the 
Board, if anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He is withdrawing the question 

Mr. Shawe: I will withdraw the question and rephrase 
it. 

8383 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you know during the 
months of June or July or August, 1937, that two| 

men employed in the same bank where Mr. Martin is em¬ 
ployed delivered two packages which they received from 
Mr. Evans of the Bethlehem Steel Company to Mayor 
Shields ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to this question, it 
is nothing more than testimony or statements by counsel 
for the Board or conclusions which they draw on the evi¬ 
dence in this case before the case is closed, and I think it is 
an improper question, assumes a state of facts not in evi¬ 
dence. 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may I make this statement, 
that this does not assume a state of facts not in evidence. 
I direct vour attention to the tostimonv given a Franklin 
Boro by the witnesses Owen and Griffin to that effect. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We had no witness by the 
name of Owen, I don’t recall that. 

Mr. Shawe: Lewis and Griffin, I am sorry. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, this case is not over yet, it 
seems to me that questions of that sort which are conelusory 
statements of fact are improper. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, 1 think it is important even 
to show the mental attitude of this witness, it may have had 
something to do with his mental attitude if he knew these 
things or didn't know these things, it is very im- 
8384 port ant. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has made 
a statement that he did not know anything about any 
money. 

Mr. Shawe: The question is not directed to money, it 
is directed to packages. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: L will sustain the objection to 
the form of the question. 

Two o'clock. 

(Whereuj)on, al 12:35 o'clock p.m., a recess was taken 
until two o'clock p.m.) 


8389 Alter Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re- 
cess, at two o'clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

George W. Cicely re. umed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
duly sworn, testified further as follows: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 
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Cross-Examination (Continued) 


une 


ncy 


Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Dr. Nicely, have you been in tod 
around the vicinity of Johnstown since the strike last J 
up to the present time? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t see the pertine| 
of the question, I don’t see— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

Mr. Broun: —that that is a clear question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

Mr. Shawe: I will rephrase the question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, the question is with¬ 
drawn. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you in Johnstown dur- 
8390 during the entire month of June, 1937? A. With 
the possible exception of an occasional small yisit 
out of town on church work, from time to time. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that Mr. 
Shawe should clear up what he means by Johnstown, be¬ 
cause Dr. Nicely has testified he lived in Southmont, which 
is not a part of the city. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean Greater JohnstoVn? 

Mr. Shawe: Greater Johnstown. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you so understand when I said 
Johnstown I meant Greater Johnstown area, the Greater 
Johnstown area? A. I understood Greater Johnstown 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think, Mr. Broun, that you 
had Hi is witness tell us what he meant by Greater Johns¬ 
town. 

Mr. Broun: I think so, yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Are you living at the same address 
now that you lived in during the month of June? A. Yes, 


sir. 


oc 


O. Well, taking the period beginning June 11th up u 
September 8th, 1937, were you in Johnstown; by Joh 
town 1 mean the Greater Johnstown area—during 
entire period? A. With the possible exception of an 
sional trip from the city for a day, for instance, to Phila¬ 
delphia, to Board meetings, yes. 

8391 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And, from the period begin¬ 
ning September 8th, 1937, up until the present 
have you been in the Greater Johnstown area? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object, it seems to me 
irrelevant. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: Shall I answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mav answer. 

•> 

The Witness: Yes, practically the whole time. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At any time during the months of 
June, July or August, 1937, did you ever hear that two men 
employed in the bank where Mr. Martin is employed, car¬ 
ried packages from the offices of Mr. Evans of the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company directly to the offices of Mayor Shields 
and delivered to him personally two packages, which they 
received from Mr. Evans, to Mr. Shields? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to the question, it 
seems to me that it is entirely improper for counsel for the 
Board to state in conclusive language what they may think 
the records show. It is not the proper way to question 
witnesses, it doesn’t elicit facts, it can only tend to ob¬ 
scure the record and muddy the proposition. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I am merely asking 

8392 if he heard such a fact. 

Mr. Broun: Assuming a fact not in evidence, and 
it is a conclusion on the part of the Board, or its counsel. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I certainly think it is ma¬ 
terial, in response— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: My knowledge is confined to what I saw 
in the press. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did you see— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute. 

Mr. Broun: Is there a question pending? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. 

Mr. Shawe: I will strike that, I started a question I 
never finished, I will strike it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You say your knowledge is con¬ 
fined to what you saw in the press? What do you mean by 
that? A. It is limited to what I read in the press. 

Q. Did you read something in the press with reference 
to two messengers delivering packages received from Mr. 
Evans to Mr. Shields? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object again. The ques¬ 
tion shows just exactly what Mr. Shawe is doing and 

8393 the unfairness of it, he is stating conclusions and, 
by eliciting answers to a conclusory statement, 
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which is not a proper question, then bases improper ques¬ 
tions on it. That is highly improper, I think. 

Mr. Shawe: I am trying to find out from this witness 
when he read something in the press about this statement, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: The witness hasn’t testified he read anv- 
thing of the sort in the press, the witness has testifiedj all 
he knows about the general line that Mr. Shawe is attempt¬ 
ing to ask for is what he read in the newspaper. 

Mr. Shawe: I will ask another question, Mr. Examiner, 
if I may. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you read anything in the press 
with reference to the fact that two men carried packages 
received from Mr. Evans to the Mayor? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is again a statement of ^he 
conclusion on the part of counsel for the Board. 

The Witness: I do not know that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I asked you if you read it in ihe 
press? A. I also said no. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did you ever read any¬ 
thing in general— 

The Witness: To my best knowledge, the only thini I 
ever read was that one man should have carried! it. 


Q. (By Mr. Shawe) About when did you read 
that? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I further object to it on t|he 
ground that what the press may have reported about what 
went on in this proceeding is entirely incompetent, irrele¬ 
vant and immaterial, and cannot possibly constitute proper 
evidence. 

M r. Shawe: I am not trying to— 

Mr. Broun: Can’t prove anything. 

Mr. Shawe: I am not asking this question to establish 
a fact, Mr. Examiner, T am only asking you to show tljiis 
man’s mental attitude. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, this man’s mental attitude 
on September 8, 1937, or any other time since then has 
nothing to do with this case. 

Mr. Shawe: I am trying to establish the fact when he 
read it in the press, Mr. Examiner, I don’t know whether 
lie read it, he may have read it back in June, that is, I doii’t 
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know when he read it, he may have read it back in June for 
all I know. 

Mr. Broun: What he read in the press, Mr. Examiner, 
at that time about anything is perfectly immaterial. 

Mr. Shawe: Let’s find out what he read in the press. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is pending, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as 

8395 above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: What does “that” refer to? 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did you read in the press 
that a messenger or a man carried a package from Mr. 
Evans to the Mayor? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the question assumes a state 
of facts that is not in evidence. The witness has not testi¬ 
fied to anything of the sort, and Mr. Shawe seems to be 
deliberately attempting to misquote, not only the record, 
but the witness. 

Mr. Shawe: That is not true, Mr. Examiner, and I pro¬ 
test those remarks. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, tell us, Dr. Nicely, 
did you ever read any such thing in the papers? 

The Witness: To me it was the merest hearsay and I 
never attached any importance to it, and I have no idea 
when I read it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you think that everything you 
read in the press is hearsay? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Can you give me approximately 
an idea of when you read it in the press? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the 

8396 question has been answered; it is not clear what “it” 
refers to. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, this man understands what 
I mean. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, I can’t tell you what month I read it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you think it was during the 
hearings, during the time at the Labor Board hearings, 
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during the time the hearings were held out in Franklin 
Boro? 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr. Examiner, what the witness 
thinks has nothing to do with that and, furthermore, we 
don't want the guess of the witness and the witness has 
answered at one time in response to these questions that 
he doesn't remember. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, T— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: The question is? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 

forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I ask for further clari¬ 
fication of the question unless you have ruled? 

Trial Examiner i: Xo, go ahead, if you think 
8397 it is not clear, go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: The record may not clearly reveal 
what Labor Board hearings Mr. Shawe is referring to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, suppose you dear 
it up, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Broun: And certainly the question is not clear as 
to what “it” is and— 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the question, I will rephrase \t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don't let's keep striking ques¬ 
tions, T ruled that that question was proper, now you can 
clear up this one point, don't let’s keep having questions 
and then striking them, or this record will be a mess. 

Mr. Shawe: All right, I will withdraw the striking. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) By Labor Board hearings I mean 
the Labor Board hearings which were held at Franklin 
Boro from September 8th. through October 20th. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it doesn’t appear from the 
record in this case that there may not have been other 
hea rings. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, in the Bethlehem* in 


these present proceedings. 

The Witness: I cannot give any definite or direct evi¬ 
dence on that point, T don’t know when I read it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, one other thing, I wo ild 
8398 like to clear up, if I may, Mr. Examiner: With ref¬ 
erence to a question I asked you this morning, Dr. 
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Nicolv, T asked you what the term “strike” meant to you 
when you used the expression, I believe, in your definition 
that, “Outside men” is that correct? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question does not mean 
anything to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That isn't enough to get any¬ 
thing from the witness, I mean he couldn’t possibly answer 
that. 

Mr. Broun: Furthermore, the question was answered 
this morning, Mr. Examiner, and—the question was asked 
this morning and answered on cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is true, but even on 
direct examination T have permitted, or I have permitted 
at the conclusion, you might say, of the direct examination, 
both you and Mr. Moore to go back and clear up points that 
you apparently thought were not quite clear from the wit¬ 
ness' testimonv. 

•* 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, from what 
Mr. Shawe was saying, he is asking the precise question 
again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T don't think so, but that ques¬ 
tion isn't sufficient to tell the witness what you want. 
8391) O. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, you stated this morn¬ 
ing. and if I am wrong, please correct me, Dr. Nicely, 
when I asked you what you mean by outside men, you said 
“I mean such men as coming in to influence the situation.” 
Do you recall making that statement? 

Mr. Moore: Wait a moment, tell me the page in which 
you found it, will you? 

Mi*. Shawe: T had this in my notes. 

Mr. Moore: Let's find the page, if we can, and see if 
your notes are accurate. 

Mr. Shawe: Do you have the transcript? 

Mr. Moore: T don't have the page number. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tf you look at the beginning of 
the cross-examination— 

Mr. Moore: Tt was in cross-examination? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T think it was near the begin¬ 
ning of the cross-examination. Do you find it there, Mr. 
Moore? 

Mr. Moore: The index is wrong, I think I found the be¬ 
ginning of it now, T think I have found it. Excuse me just 
a minute. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Moore: May 1 have the question read back n^w, 
please? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as 
8400 above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is not precisely Ac¬ 
curate. 

Mr. Shawe: "Well, may I have the precise statement that 
the witness said repeated to him, please? 

Yes, here it is in the record, at the top I of 


I would like the record to show that the 


n: 


or 


oe 


Mr. Broun: 
the page. 

Mr. Shawe: 

witness stated on page 12332, in response to my questic 
“T mean such men as came into Johnstown to influence t!he 
situation.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, what is the pending ques¬ 
tion? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you think it is wrong for out¬ 
side men to come in to help others engaged in a strike? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it calls f 
a conclusion. 

Mr. Shawe: Mental attitude, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: It calls for an opinion on the part of t 
witness as to something the witness has testified to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The "Witness: T don’t know that I do, if the cause is jusfct. 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you think it was wrong during 
the month of June, 1937, when outside men came 

8401 into Johnstown during the strike? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: For what purpose? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) To assist the men at the Oambrja 
Plant in the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Mr. Broun: No such testimony, Mr. Examiner, it as¬ 
sumes a state of facts not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, might I s^ 

8402 that reference to the question of this morning? 

(Mr. Broun hands the Examiner a copy of the testi¬ 
mony.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, I want to clear this 
up. 1 think the way the record reads now, the witness is 
answering two different questions at the same time. 

On page 1-331. Dr. Nicely, you were asked this question, 
‘‘What does a strike mean to you? Give me your defini¬ 
tion of a strike.” 

And you answered as follows: “I take it that a strike 
means that a number of men who are dissatisfied with con¬ 
ditions under which they are working on the one hand, or 
who are encouraged by outside men to seek greater returns, 
cease their labors.” 

And then the question was asked, “What do you mean by 
‘outside men’ ”? 

“I mean such men as came into Johnstown to influence 
the situation.” 

Now, do you have clearly in mind what occurred this 
morning? Now, if you wish to— 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, if you wish to ask a ques¬ 
tion predicated on what actually occurred this morning, 
why, go ahead. Mr. Broun, thank you. 

S40.3 (The Trial Examiner returned transcript to Mr. 
Broun.) 


Q. (By M r. Shawe) Did you hear that outside men came 
into Johnstown last June during the strike? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, T object to that, there is 
no testimony that outside men came into town. 

Mr. Shawe: 1 am asking if lie heard, Mr. Examiner, 
that outside men came in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: I heard they came in before the strike, 
and at the time of the strike. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you think that was wrong? 

Mr. Broun: Oh, I object to that. Mr. Examiner, it calls 
for an opinion upon the part of the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ITe may answer. 

The Witness: I think very decidedly it was wrong at 
the time. 

O. (By Mr. Shawe) Please tell us why you think it was 
wrong? A. Because I think the men in the City of Johns¬ 
town at that time, a great majority of them, in my judg- 
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ment, did not want to strike, because we had just come 
through a terrible disaster in the city and we hadn’t suffi¬ 
ciently recovered, and because I believe the majority! of 
men, as I have gathered it from them, felt that they were 
laboring under the best conditions, and with the best 

8404 wages they had in Bethlehem. I may be mistaken, 
but that is my judgment. 

Q. Thank you for your judgment, Doctor. Now, going 
back to the meeting of the Citizens’ Committee held on the 
night of June 14th, a Monday, I believe that is the ffrst 
meeting. A. Elks Hall? 

Q. Elks ITall, Rev. Stanton invited you to the meeting, 

is that correct? A. T was called at mv home bv several 

* + 

men who did not leave their names, and Rev. Stanton was 
one of them who did leave his name and asked that T come. 

Q. Did you call, did you have a conversation over the 
’phone with Rev. Stanton before vou went to the meeting? 
A. No. 

Q. Did you receive a message at your home that Rev. 
Stanton had called? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, he has al¬ 
ready answered it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie just said so. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Will you tell us the entire message 
that the Rev. Stanton left with your wife, please? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t think that is an Ac¬ 
curate statement of the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was the message left 

8405 with your wife, Doctor? 

The Witness: What was it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was the message— 

The Witness: Yes, the message was left with my wife. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, tell us. 

The Witness: The message was that there would be a 
meeting at the Elks Hall at 7:30 o’clock on the evening of 
the 14th, of citizens and workmen, any who desired to come 
with reference to the maintenance of law and order, aijid 
that I should come and bring someone with me. I con¬ 
versed with no one until I got to the Elks meeting. 

0. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you go alone? A. I went alone. 
Q. I believe you testified that you invited Hiram An¬ 
drews, is that correct? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, it is not an 
accurate statement of the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you invite Hiram Andrews? 
Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like that question 
to be clarified, “invite Hiram Andrews” to do what, play 
bridge ? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that this witness 
is a very intelligent man and he certainly understands what 
I am talking about. Some of these objections are abso- 
lutelv ridiculous. 

8406 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I say that the 
questions are more ridiculous. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Come on, did you invite Hiram 
Andrews to attend the meeting at the Elks Club on Janu¬ 
ary 14th? 

The Witness: I certainly did. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did anyone suggest that you invite 
Mr. Hiram Andrews? A. Xo one, it was my suggestion. 

Q. Mavor Shields spoke at the meeting, did he not? A. 
He did. ' 

Q. Do you recall whether he spoke once or twice at the 
meeting? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that—I withdraw the objection. 
The Witness: lie withdrew the objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right, you may answer. 
The Witness: I think lie spoke twice. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, do you recall what took place 
at the meeting between the Mayor’s two speeches, if any¬ 
thing did take place? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you tell us, please, what took place between the 
Mayor’s two speeches? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that 

8407 that question is certainly objectionable. The wit¬ 
ness testified he may have spoken twice, but now Mr. 

Shawe has turned it into two speeches. There is quite a 
distinction in my mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Between the two times that 
Mayor Shields spoke? 

The Witness: Yes, what? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What took place? 

The Witness: There were talks by Mr. Martin, Francis 
Martin, Mr. Samuel Heckman, and Mr. Andrews of the 
Democrat, if my memory serves me correctly. Mr. Shields 
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spoke again afterwards and his address, if you wanjt to 
know, was very similar to what the former one waS, in 
substance. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Before the Mayor spoke the second 
time, was there a publicity committee appointed by Mr. 
Martin? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: I—excuse me. 

Mr. Broun: —it seems to me that Mr. Shawe should 
show what he means by “publicity committee.” 


Mr. Shawe: I am asking the witness. 


re- 


as 


Mr. Broun: There is no testimony about that, as I 
call. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

* 

The Witness: I will have to make two answers, 

8408 vour Honor. 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead, make it 
as well as you can. 

The Witness: First is the fact that the Mayor, to the 
best of my knowledge, left before the conclusion of the 
meeting. I don’t get the rest of your question. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question back, please, A|fr 
Reporter? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question 
above set forth.) 

The Witness: With reference to the second part, it w|as 
never clear to my mind that our committee was a publicity 
committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, was the committee— 

Air. Broun: Air. Examiner, I move that that answer-[-I 
withdraw the half motion. 

Q. (By Air. Shawe) Well, the committee that was ap¬ 
pointed, T believe you were a member of the committee. 
Was that committee appointed before the Arayor spoke the 
second time? A. I think not. 

Air. Broun: Now, Air. Examiner, it is not clear wh^it 
committee Air. Shawe is referring to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: AYere you a member of moife 
than one committee, Doctor? 

The AVitness: No, sir. 

8400 Trial Examiner Bloom: AYell now, you were ap¬ 
pointed on a committee? 
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(Witness nods head.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was the entire committee ap¬ 
pointed at the time you were appointed to it? 

The Witness: It was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is, the personnel of the 
committee? 

The Witness: The personnel of the committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that committee appointed 
prior to the time that Mayor Shields spoke the second 
time? 

The Witness: It was appointed at near adjournment, 
after the Mayor had withdrawn. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean after he left the 
meeting? 

The Witness: After he left the meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Did Mr. Martin refer to it as a 
publicity committee? A. My recollection is that a number 
of persons referred to it variously, but we were assigned 
a specific task. 

Q. I understand. Was it referred to that night as a 
publicity committee? A. I do not recall who made the mo- 
tion, it may have been made in the motion. 

8410 Q. What was the motion that was made? 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr. Examiner, the witness 
said he doesn’t recall the motion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you happen to remem¬ 
ber it, tell us, if you don’t, say so. 

The Witness: All I remember is that a motion was 
made to the effect that we should bear the mind and action 
of the Citizens’ Committee meeting that night to Mr. Wat¬ 
kins, and that covered the two points which I have formerly 
gone into. If you wish me to state them— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I think you have covered it. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) I believe you testified that Mr. 
Weimer was chairman of the Publicity Committee, is that 
correct? A. He was so named that night. 

Q. By whom? A. By the chairman, Mr. Martin. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that and move 
that it be stricken because— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me ask you a question be¬ 
fore I rule on the motion. Counsel asked you a question 
whether Mr. Weimer was appointed chairman of the Pub¬ 
licity Committee. 
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answer be 
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the 


the 

ap- 


Inot 

Ival 


The Witness: Mr. Weimer was appointed the 
S411 Chairman of the committee that was to wait jupon 
Mr. Watkins. 

Mr. Broun: I move that the previous 
stricken, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand, I thin 
witness has explained. 

Mr. Broun: It is perfectly clear that the witness did not 
appreciate the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think the subsequent 
answer clears that point up, but unless the previous ques¬ 
tion and answer are both in, the subsequent answer won’t 
be very clear. ■ 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, so that 
record will be entirely clear, that it should show your 
proval— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Broun: I say, it seems to me so the record will 
be muddied on the situation, it should show your appro| 
that the witness did not fully appreciate the first question, 
and that that was the reason for your asking the second, 
and therefore his answer to the second is really the answer 
to the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the testimony and 
questions and answers themselves are sufficient. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever refer to the 
8412 committee as a Publicity Committee? A. May I a|sk 
a question, your Honor, make a statement? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may. 

The Witness: I did not hear Mr. Shawe say “Publici 
in asking the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. | 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever refer to the commit¬ 
tee as a publicity committee? A. Not to my knowledge, I 
was generally under the impression that so long as the 
committee existed, the object, or its object, was to be that 
of a public relations committee. j 

Q. Did you ever see it referred to in either the Johns¬ 
town Tribune or the Johnstown Democrat as a Publicity 
Committee ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, is it perfectly clear wha|t 
“it” refers to in that question? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume counsel refers to the 
committee. 

Mr. Shawe: Correct. 

Mr. Broun: I assume so, too. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s see if the witness under¬ 
stands it that way, and we can go ahead. Do you, Dr. 
Nicely? 

The Witness: T am not sure that I am in the clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, rephrase the 

8413 question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The committee to which you 
were appointed to at the Monday night meeting, did you 
ever read in the Johnstown Trhune or the Johnstown Dem¬ 
ocrat that it was a publicity committee? A. Shall I an¬ 
swer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: I remember seeing the committee re¬ 
ferred to in the press of Johnstown as both the Publicity 
Committee and the Public Relations Committee, without 
anv clear defining of what it reallv was. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, was the committee appointed 
before the resolution or the motion was made that vou men 
visit Mr. Watkins and deliver the message that was adopted 
at the meeting to Mr. Watkins? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question isn’t clear and 
T think it has been answered also. The field which it covers 
has been answered on cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase that question, I don’t 
understand it. 

0. (By "Mr. Shawe) Was the committee to which you 
were appointed by Mr. Martin named before there was any 
reference made at the meeting, that the committee deliver 
a certain message to Mr. David Watkins? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, T object to that ques- 

8414 tion, it certainly is not clear now what “named” 
refers to, T don’t understand the question at all. 

TYial Examiner Bloom: Was the committee appointed 
before a resolution was adopted by the meeting to visit 
David Watkins and deliver a certain message to him? 

The Witness: Your Honor, the resolution and the nam¬ 
ing of the committee was simultaneous. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe that you said that you 
were acting chairman of that committee at some time or 
other, is that correct? A. From— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that is not a 
proper statement of the record. The record only shows 
that he acted as chairman of the committee as far as I lqiow 
at one meeting, not at some time or other. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were you acting chairmari of 
the committee for a time? 

The Witness: T was acting chairman of the committee 
by direction of the coinmitte from Tuesday afternoon at 
the meeting in the Church parlors until Thursday night, 
when the committee was discharged at the meeting in the 
High School. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What do you mean by “direction of 
the committee”? A. The members present at the 
8415 meeting at the Church parlors asked me to act as 
chairman in the absence of Mr. Weimer. 

Q. Mav I ask if you recall who asked vou that vou act 
as chairman? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he just answered the ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The members of the commit¬ 
tee. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, which member? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said members. 

Q. (By "Mr. Shawe) Did they all ask you at one time 
that you be chairman? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s find out who was present 
at the meeting and what occurred. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who was present at the meeting? 
A. Mr. Custer, A. M.: Rabbi Granowitz; Mr. McGinlev; mjv- 
self: Mr. Lawrence Campbell as secretary of the Citizens’ 
Committee; Mr. David Watkins, Regional Director of the 
S. W. O. C., and Mr. Stevenson. 

Q. Were all these men present at the time you were ap¬ 
pointed acting chairman? A. Practically so, it was when 
we convened. 

Q. Was Mr. Lawrence Campbell a member of that conji- 
mittee? A. He was not. 

Q. Did you invite him to the meeting? A. I did not, he 
came as Secretary of the Citizens’ Committee. 
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8416 Q. How do you know that? A. Because he said so. 

Q. Did Mr. Martin on the previous night ask him 

to attend the meeting that you were to have with Mr. Wat¬ 
kins? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it calls for 
hearsay. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection to 
the form of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At the time your committee was di¬ 
rected to see Mr. Watkins, was Mr. Lawrence Campbell 
also directed by the chairman to visit Mr. Watkins with 
you? 

Mr. Broun: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: He was not mentioned in the action of the 
Citizens ’ Committee, but he was that night named Secre¬ 
tary to the committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Campbell participate in the 
discussion that you had at that meeting with Mr. Watkins? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think that has been an¬ 
swered on cross-examination. 

Mr. Shawe: It has not, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You went into that. I 

8417 will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Campbell say any¬ 
thing at the meeting that you had with Mr. Watkins? 

Mr. Broun: T think, Mr. Examiner, that has been cov¬ 
ered on cross. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T am pretty sure you have cov¬ 
ered all of this, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: T am sure that I have not, Mr. Examiner, 
it is covered on direct, but it certainly hasn’t been touched 
on cross. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I see that record. I think 
I am in error, he may answer. 

Mr. Broun: May T have the question read, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: Shall I answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer. 
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The Witness: The discussion was opened by Rabbi 
Granowitz, I followed Mr. Custer. Subsequently Mr. 
Campbell did discuss the situation with Mr. Watkins. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) "What did Mr. Campbell say? A| In 
substance, as I recall, Mr. Campbell asked Mr. Watkins 
if he would not accept entire responsibility for law and 
order on the part of the strikers, to which Mr. Wat- 

8418 kins said he would not, and Mr. Campbell said that 
if he were the Regional Director, that he was respon¬ 
sible and that if he did not assume responsibility, then he 
was insincere. I beg your pardon, that wasn’t the word he 
used there, he was either responsible or inadequate. 

Q. Did you read in the Wednesday Morning Democjrat 
a newspaper article with reference to the meeting that you 
had with Mr. Watkins on the day before? 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr. Examiner, it assumes a st^te 
of facts not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: To my recollection, I did not read that (ar¬ 
ticle, it was called to my attention by a member of the 
committee. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Who called it to your attention? A. 
Rabbi Granowitz. 

Q. Did he show you the article? A. It was purely verbal, 
as I recall. 

Q. Did vou have a conversation with the Rabhi about St? 
A. I did. * 

Q. What was said at that conversation? A. Shall I An¬ 
swer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Rabbi Granowitz objected to the in- 

8419 jection into that report in the paper which he called 

to mv attention of the assertion of insinceritv on the 
• • 

part of Mr. Watkins. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you object to the use of the Ex¬ 
pression “insincerity of purpose”? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that calls for a conclusion. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

Mr. Broun: Ask him what he said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, tell us the conversa¬ 
tion, the whole conversation. 

The Witness: Rabbi Granowitz came to me and sajd 
that, as I recall, asked me if I had seen the article. I hid 
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not. He called my attention to that statement and said 
that he objected to it, that the committee had not charged 
Mr. Watkins with insincerity. 

To my best knowledge, the committee had not used that 
language. What the mind of the committee was is an¬ 
other matter. 

8420 Q. Hid anyone use the word “insincere” at that 
meeting? A. T think Mr. Lawrence Campbell did. 

Q. Did you authorize, or did you give a story to the 
Johnstown Democrat, with reference to the meeting? A. 
I did not. 

Q. Do you know who did give the story to the Johnstown 
Democrat? A. I do not. 

Q. Did Lawrence Campbell ever tell you that he gave 
the story to the Johnstown Democrat? A. He did not. 

Q. Did anything else take place that afternoon that you 
had the conversation with Rabbi Oranowitz, with refer¬ 
ence to the article? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, T don’t understand that, 
what that means. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was there anything else said by 
you or by the Rabbi that afternoon with reference to the 
article? 

Mr. Broun: What afternoon are you referring to? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you completed the con¬ 
versation between yourself and the Rabbi? 

The Witness: The entire substance, your Honor. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have the Johnstown Demo- 

8421 crat, dated—may I have Board’s Exhibit 47-A? 

Mr. Moore: For identification? Was it in evi¬ 
dence? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 47-A, I think is in evidence. 
Mr. Rose: Yes, it is in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 47 and 48-A. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you Board’s Exhibit 47-A in 
evidence and ask you to tell me if you ever saw that be¬ 
fore? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Either that paper or a simi¬ 
lar one? 

Mr. Shawe: Copy. 

The Witness: Yes, I saw it. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When was the first time that ^ou 
saw it that you recall? A. I think the day it was pub¬ 
lished, but I do not recall the day. 

Q. You mean by that, the day it appeared in the news¬ 
paper? A. The day that it appeared in the newspaper was 
the first time I saw it. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner—I— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know who prepared Board’s 
Exhibit 47-A? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what does counsel for ihe 
Board mean by that? It is a newspaper. 

S422 Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know who pre¬ 
pared the article? 

The Witness: I do not. 

Mr. Broun: It isn’t— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Beg pardon? 

Mr. Broun: It isn’t an article. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you know who pre¬ 
pared the contents of the exhibit, of the paper? 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me, if I may be 
permitted to say so, that the witness couldn’t possibly an¬ 
swer such a question, it is beyond his knowledge. 

Mr. Shawe: I don’t understand that, Mr. Examiner. 
Why, here is a copy of the Johnstown Democrat, Wednes¬ 
day morning, June 16th, 1937, he is asked who prepared it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who prepared the contents 
of it? 


Mr. Broun: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The written contents? 

Mr. Broun: There are lots of articles in it, numerous 
articles in it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am talking about that ex¬ 
hibit. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I think the exhibit then— 

Mr. Shawe: 47-A. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Give me the exhibit. 
8423 Mr. Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner, if I may butt 
in, if he explains what the exhibit is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Broun: Is the exhibit merely page 13, or— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you, Doctor, look at 
Board’s Exhibit 47-A, which is the document I show you 
and which you have before you. 
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The Witness: You want to know if I ever saw it before? 
I saw it in the press. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, you told us that you saw 
it in the press. Now, what is your question, Mr. Shawe? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know who prepared the 
contents of that exhibit? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who wrote the article, who 
wrote the copy? 

The Witness: T do not. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, if I may interject once 
more, my recollection is clear now, it wasn’t a moment ago, 
and I would like to find out if it is correct. The Board’s 
Exhibit 47-A is merely this page 13? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: Well then, I was in error. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: I do not. 

8424 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever discuss Board’s 
Exhibit 47-A with any member of the committee to 
which you were appointed? 

Mr. Broun : T object to that, when, Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Shawe: I am asking did he ever. 

Mr. Broun: Well, it is too broad a question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let him answer, go 
ahead. 

The Witness: I have no recollection of ever having dis¬ 
cussed that exhibit, with any member of my committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall whether you and 
Rabbi Granowitz discussed it the afternoon that he spoke 
to you with reference to the article that appeared in the 
Johnstown Democrat? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what is meant by discussed, 
in that question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: My recollection is that Rabbi Granowitz 
and I, in our verv friendlv conversation, discussed onlv 
that reference in general, the newspaper article which was 
reported to me, or vre did not discuss this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “This” being— 

Mr. Broun: “This” being— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “This” being 47-A? 

The Witness: This being 47-A. 
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8425 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Rabbi Granowitz ! and 
yourself visit Mr. Francis C. Martin that afternoon 

that you discussed the newspaper article that appeared in 
the Johnstown Democrat? A. On Wednesday afternoon— 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, may it be clear ^hat 
the newspaper article is not 47-A, because it is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, it is so understood. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you and Rabbi Granowitz have 
a conversation with Mr. Martin that afternoon? A. We 
did. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner— 

The Witnesss: We did, after— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. 

Mr. Broun: Have we got the forenoon or aftembon 
now? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I have been speaking about 
the afternoon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It has been the afternoon jail 
day. 

Mr. Broun: I am sorry, I was in doubt about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, will you tell us what was s&id 
at this conversation, what was said at this conversation 
you had with Mr. Martin on that Wednesday aftbr- 

8426 noon? A. I can tell yon, T think, the general substance 
of the conversation. Rabbi Granowitz was the 

speaker and told Mr. Martin that he objected to a report 
of our committee meeting with Mr. Watkins and Mr. Stev¬ 
enson, it being reported by any members of the Citizens’ 
Committee, without consultation with those of us who we|re 
members of the committee, and Mr. Martin sustained him 
in that, he said it should not have been done, if it was. Mr. 
Martin said that he did not know that any member of the 
committee had anything to do with the newspaper article. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Martin thought that the Rabbi 
was right, is that correct? A. What do you mean by 
“right”? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me there is ijo 
call for a question of that sort. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let the witness testify. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) 'What did you mean by Mr. Mar¬ 
tin sustained the Rabbi? A. That the report of the coni- 
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mittee meeting with Mr. Watkins, if it was reported by 
any member of the Citizens’ Committee, should have been 
reported—should have been reported by one of the mem¬ 
bers of the committee meeting with Mr. Watkins. 

Q. Were there any newspaper men present at that meet¬ 
ing? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

8427 Trial Examiner Bloom: What meeting? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) At the meeting which was 
reported in the newspaper. 

Mr. Broun: Well now,— 

Mr. Shawe: The meeting on Tuesday, held at your 
church? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has answered 
the question, told everybody who was at the meeting. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I think I am entitled 
to ask that question on cross examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, was any¬ 
one else present at the meeting that you have told us 
about? 

The Witness: I am not absolutely certain, but my recol¬ 
lection is that no one else was there, unless one of the mem¬ 
bers of the committee did such work for the papers. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you say anything to Mr. Mar¬ 
tin ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me— 

Trial Examiner B^oom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Broun: —that the witness didn’t understand what 
the question was. Might I ask the reporter to repeat the 
question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question as fol¬ 
lows : 

“Q. Were there any newspaper men present at the 

8428 meeting which was reported in the newspaper?”) 

Mr. Broun: Now, that question was further— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then, I asked, T think, whether 
there was anyone else present, so far as he knew. 

Mr. Broun: Well, as I understand— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —other than those he told us 
about. 
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Mr. Broun: Well, as I understand it, the question csime 
on, the question is, “Were any newspaper men or news¬ 
paper reporters present at the meeting of the Special Com¬ 
mittee held at his church on Monday, June 15th.” Now, 
I didn’t understand that this witness had that clearly in 
mind. 

Mr. Moore: Tuesday. 

Mr. Broun: —Tuesday, June 15th, didn’t have that in 
mind when he answered the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he did have it in mild, 
but suppose the witness tell us. 

The Witness: I do not recall that anyone representing 
the press was there. I wouldn’t take an oath to it that 
there was no one there. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was the meeting held in your study 
or where was it held in your church? A. In the parlors 
on the second floor. 

Q. How large is the parlor? A. About— 

8429 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is not a proper 
question, how large is a parlor. 

Mr. Shawe: I said, how large is his parlor, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, answer it. 

The Witness: About half the size of this room. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, if there was a newspaper man 
present, don’t you think you would have seen him? A. I 
will answer the question,— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: There might have been newspaper men 
around the door in the hall and I would not have seen them. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, are you reasonably sure that 
there wasn’t one present? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the question has been an¬ 
swered on cross examination, not fifteen seconds ago. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain it. Off the rec¬ 
ord— 


(A statement was made by the Trial Examiner to the 
audience off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Shawe: May we proceed? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 
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Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Did you say anything to Mr. 

8430 Martin that Wednesday afternoon that you visited 
his offices with Mr. Granowitz? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the question of asking this 
witness whether he has given the entire conversation which 
took place at the meeting, it seems to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He told us he gave us the sub¬ 
stance of it. 

Mr. Shawe: He didn’t say anything that he said, and 
I am asking him if he said anything at all at the meeting. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The Witness: I remember telling him that it was not 
my protest, that I was accompanying Rabbi Granowitz. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Proceed. 

8431 Mr. Broun: You mean, telling Mr. Martin? 

The Witness: Mr. Martin. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Martin say anything fur¬ 
ther? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the witness 
has stated that he gave the entire conversation with Mr. 
Martin. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was anything else said that 
you can remember by any onef 

The Witness: Not a thing that would have any bear¬ 
ing upon this at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, was anything further said? 
The Witness: Nothing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you and Rabbi Granowitz visit 
anyone else that afternoon? I mean, after you left Mr. 
Martin; you can answer a question unless you hear an ob¬ 
jection. A. We did. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that that 
remark of counsel was uncalled for. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, the witness was looking around. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I think this witness is a 
little bit uncertain as to just what he is supposed to do be¬ 
cause several times he has turned to me. 

Mr. Broun: I think that is correct, Mr. Exam- 

8432 iner, but a remark of that sort without any further 
statement gives an improper color to the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So the record will be clear, I 
will say that Dr. Nicely several times inquired of me in a 
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rather low voice when a question was asked, whether he 
could go ahead and answer, and for that purpose he has 
turned to me several times with that in mind. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The 'Witness: Your Honor, I assume— j 

Mr. Broun: I want the record to show that was— 

Mr. Shawe: Well, isn’t it correct that if there isn’t an 
objection, the witness can answer a question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course, everybody knows 
that, but Dr. Nicely doesn’t testify on the stand every day 
of his life. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I don’t mean any harm, I didn’t njean 
anv harm, bv the statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: Your Honor, may I say a word? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

The Witness: I am only trying to be courteous. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I gathered as much. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, will you answer that last question, 
please ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you please giv4 it 
8433 to him again? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Might I ask Mr. Shawe first to define 
whether he means he and Rabbi Granowitz were together? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you and Rabbi Granowitz to¬ 
gether? A. When? 

Q. Wednesday afternoon? A. We were. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would further like to fifid 
out whether or not the Rabbi and Dr. Nicely together vis¬ 
ited whoever this other person was? 

The Witness: We visited Mr. Martin. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Together? A. Together. 

Q. What was the purpose of your visit, if you know? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that seems to me to call fdr 
a conclusion. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You said you visited Mr. David 
Watkins, isn’t that correct? A. Previously, the last time 
you elicited from me, we were talking about Mr. Martrq, 
now, as I understand it— 
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Q. Well, after you left Mr. Martin, did you visit 

8434 any one else together? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examienr, what does 
“visit’’ mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell these lawyers what 
“visit” means, will you? 

The Witness: Well, we make social visits and other 
visits. This happened to be a visit on business, to Mr. 
Martin, and immediately we went from Mr. Martin’s room 
to see Mr. David Watkins in the Regional headquarters. 
I don’t recall in which bank building they are, but they 
are in one of the buildings and we went there on the sug¬ 
gestion— 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, there isn’t any ques¬ 
tion pending that that is responsive to. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, let the witness go on and 
tell us—what is the sense of interrupting him every time? 

Mr. Broun: I have no objection to the witness answer¬ 
ing the question, Mr. Examiner, but there isn’t any ques¬ 
tion pending. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Your question was, what did— 

Mr. Shawe: Tell us — 

The Witness: What did we visit Mr. Watkins for and 
what and why and so on? 

8435 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Yes, and what was said. A. 
Rabbi Granowitz wished to convey to Mr. Watkins 

in particular that he was not responsible in any wise for 
the publication of the word “insincerity” in the press. 
Also, we had in mind what we might do if we’d find Mr. 
Watkins open and willing towards securing from him some 
encouragement toward the settling of the strike. 

Q. Did you approve of the word “insincere”? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, it is incom¬ 
petent, irrelevant and immaterial. 

Mr. Shawe: This is cross-examination, Mr. Examiner, 
and certainly I think that the Board is entitled to know 
this man’s mental attitude the afternoon he went to see 
Mr. Watkins. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the approval of the word 
“insincere”—as used, where and when— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you approve of the use of {the 


ar- 


ac- 


A. 


ry 


word “insincere” which appeared in the newspaper 
tide to which Mr. Granowitz protested? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question cannot be 
curately or properly answered so as to elicit any competent 
information, unless it be shown, unless we can see the ar¬ 
ticles and the content in which the word is ufeed 

8436 and— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec¬ 
tion. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know Mr. Heckman? 

Do I know Mr. Heckman? 

Q. Yes. A. Very well. 

Mr. Broun: What Mr. Heckman? 

Mr. Shawe: S. H. Heckman? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is he the one you know 
well ? 

The Witness: S. H. Heckman, Penn Traffic. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is his name? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is he a member of your Congrega¬ 
tion? A. He is, yes. 

Q. Is he a member of the Board of Trustees of vo 
church ? 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me that questions along th 
line are entirely incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial; 
can't see what possible connection they have, what pro¬ 
priety there is in asking them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: He is a member of my Consistory. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What is your Consistory, what dofes 
that mean? A. The official body of the Church. 

Mr. Shawe: May I see that list of names that vbu 

8437 had this morning? I 

Mr. Broun: They are in the record, Mr. Shaw 
I gave you a copy of it, I thought, they are on page— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has it, Mr. Broun, than|k 
you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Will you look over this list of nantes 
that I am going to show you and pick out the names of an! 
one of those men that are members of your congregatio 
please, and read them to the reporter? A. Is that youjr 
desire, your Honor? 


ur 

at 

I 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to the question on 
tlie ground it is incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Your Honor, I do not wish to disclaim 
any, but those I recognize are Charles R. Ellicott; Thomas 
C. Kern. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that? 

The Witness: K-e-r-n; Charles M. Schwartz, 

S-c-h-w-a-r-t-z; Robert Earl Penrod, P-e-n-r-o-d; and I am 
not sure about Irwin W. — question mark after it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know who Mr. Charles R. 
Ellicott is? A. I take it he is superintendent of the mills. 

Q. Bethlehem Steel Company mills? A. Yes. 

8438 Q. Cambria? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever visit his home? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know him well? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did vou visit his home during the month of June, 
1937? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like an objection 
to all this, on the ground it is incompetent, irrelevant, im¬ 
material. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw’e) You are sure of that? A. I am 
dead sure of it. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott visit your home? 

Mr. Broun: Is it understood, Mr. Examiner, that my 
objection stands? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be so understood. 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Broun: I would like a special objection to this one, 
because it covers all time that either of these men were 
living at the same time. 

The Witness: I understood the question to cover 

8439 the months of June and July, the time of the strike, 
is that right? 

Mr. Shawe: No, I don’t think the question was worded 
that way. 

Q. (My Mr. Shawe) Has Mr. Ellicott ever visited your 
home? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is objectionable. 
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The Witness: I don’t recall definitely, but not during 
the strike, not from June until now. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know Mr. Thomas Kern? 
A. Very well. 

Q. What does he do, if you know? A. I understand^ he 
holds some official position in Bethlehem, I don’t ki|iow 
what it is. 

Q. Do you mean Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Bethle¬ 
hem Steel. 

Q. At the Cambria Plant? A. Cambria Plant. 

Q. What does Mr. Charles M. Schwartz do? A. He is an 
official, that is, I understand he has charge of some one of 
the subordinate plants. j 

Q. Of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. The Bethle¬ 
hem Steel. | 

Q. Do vou know who Robert Earl Penrod is? A. 
Yes. 

8440 Q. What does he do? A. To my mind, if I know 
correctly, his work, I have never visited him in the 

work, he is a chemist or, more particularly, a metallurgist. 

Q. And what does Irwin W. Penrod do, if you knoy? 
A. I don’t know anything about his work. 

Q. Do you ever visit Mr. Kerns’ home? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you ever visit Mr. Schwartz’ home? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I move to strike both of 
those questions because they are not related to any period 
of time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When is the last time you visited 
Mr. Ellicott’s home? A. Last Spring some time, as I re¬ 
call, I was there to dinner. 

Q. At the Thursday night meeting, held at the Central 
High School at which Mayor Shields spoke, did you reca l 
him stating, “The strike is over, we are going back to oujr 
routine work”? A. I am sorry, I do not, if he made th 
statement. 

Q. Well, I will show you Respondents’ Exhibit 74 for 
Identification, and will ask you to look at this article 

8441 and see if that refreshes vour memory. 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 74 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 
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Mr. Broun: Just a minute, would you please read, Mr. 
Reporter, what Mr. Shawe said, because I couldn’t hear 
him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: I object, it is improper to show the article 
to the witness because the witness indicated that he did not 
have any memory of it. 

Mr. Shawe: That is not a true statement of the witness’ 
testimonv. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: My objection to it is the same 
as I had yesterday when Mr. Moore showed Reverend 
Stanton an article that was not in evidence. I don’t think 
it is proper to get into evidence material contained in docu¬ 
ments not in evidence by way of showing them to a witness. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, am I not entitled to show the witness 
a piece of paper and ask him if that refreshes his recol¬ 
lection ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It all depends when you show 
it to him, in other words, just as if yesterday Mr. 
8442 Moore had simply put a question to the witness con¬ 
taining the material in the rejected document, or 
withdrawn document, there would have been no question 
about it. I don’t approve of this kind of procedure, that 
is all. 

Mr. Shawe: I will show you a newspaper and ask you if 

that will refresh vour memorv as to what the Mavor said 

* * * 

at the Central High School on Thursday night. 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr. Examiner, it is directly con¬ 
trary to what he testified to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That goes to the same thing 
Mr. Shawe, if you want the paper in evidence as to what 
the Mayor said, put it in evidence. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was the meeting of Thursday night 
well attended? 

Mr. Broun: I object to it, Mr. Examiner, the question 
isn’t clear, what does “well attended” mean with reference' 
to what? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many people were at the meet¬ 
ing Thursday night at the Central High School? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: I judge approximately one thousand. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you invited to attend tlje 
meeting? A. I was. 

Q. Who invited you? A. I was invited at the Elks Hall 
when everybody was invited at that meeting. 

8443 Q. Did you receive a card of admission? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: No, I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did not because I was to participate ill 
bringing my report, I don’t suppose anybody thought it 
was necessary, I don’t know whether other people received 
cards or not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did some people receive cards, d<j) 

vou know that? A. 1 think some of them did. 

% 

Q. Were they admission tickets to the meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what is meant by that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you say “were they” or 
“were there”? 

Mr. Shawe: Were there admission tickets? 

The Witness: I never read one of those cards. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, did any one ever tell you tha| 
they had received an admission ticket to attend a meeting 
on Thursday night at the Central High School? A. No, no 
one ever told me that they had received an admission ticket, 
Q. Did any one tell you they had received any kind of a 
ticket to attend a meeting? 

8444 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question is so 
broad— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: A meeting? 

Mr. Shawe: The meeting, we are talking about is the 
meeting in the Central High School on Thursday night, 
June 17th, and if you like, Mr. Examiner, I will repeat that 
in each one of my questions. I don’t think it’s necessary. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Nobody told me that, I saw some of those 
cards evidently that you referred to being handed around! 
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to persons, I mean being handed in by persons who came 
in and other people came in without them, so I suppose they 
were invitations. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was there some one at the door 
taking up the tickets as you came into the meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

The Witness: I was not at the door. Excuse me. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you see the people that came 
into the door that night hand tickets to some one standing 
at the door? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it assumes 
a state of facts not in evidence, refers to tickets. 

8445 Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Don’t you know as a matter 
of fact that you had to have a ticket to get into a meeting, 
into that meeting? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the question 
has been answered directly on cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show’ you Respondents’ Exhibit 
115 in evidence, and I will ask you if prior to the time that 
you wrote this— A. Question again. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that. 

Mr. Shawe: May I finish my question, please? 

Mr. Broun: All right, go ahead. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show 7 you Respondents’ Exhibit 
115 in evidence, and I will ask you if, prior to the time 
that you wrote the warding which appears in this piece of 
paper, did you discuss the matter with any one? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 115 w’as passed to the witness.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained as to the form of 
the question, go ahead. 

The Witness: Shall I go ahead? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, rephrase the ques- 

8446 tion. 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw’e) Prior to the time that you 
dictated the document that you read to the meeting, and 
w’hich you say w’as identical with Respondents’ Exhibit 
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115, did you discuss with any one the material contained in 
there? A. I remember talking to Mr. Custer about it and 
Mr. Martin, and then afterwards being able to get in touch 
with only two members of mv committee after it was com- 
posed, those members were Mr. Custer and Mr. McGinlqy. 

Q. Did you speak to Mr. Campbell about it? A. No. 

Q. When did you speak to Mr. Martin about it? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he said he did so before he 
reported— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Some time, perhaps the day 
before the meeting, asking him if he thought that was ade¬ 
quate as a report of our committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you show him the report? A. 
I did. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, when did he show him that 
report? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did you show Mr. Martin 
that report, Respondents’ Exhibit 115? A. I think it was 
on Thursday afternoon, prior to the meeting subsequently 
in the High School that evening. 

8447 Where were you when you showed it to him? A. 

To the best of my knowledge, it was in the United 
States National Bank. 

Q. And what did Mr. Martin say to you and what did 
you say to Mr. Martin that afternoon? A. I told Mr. Mar¬ 
tin it was a very brief report, but that it covered, as 1 be¬ 
lieved, the entire meeting with regard to the two principal 
matters that we conveyed to Mr. Watkins and he said thqt 
he thought it was quite adequate. 

Q. Was any one else present when you spoke to Mr. Mai 
tin about this matter? A. No, no one else present. 

Q. Did any one suggest that you write the report ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what is meant by that quesj 
tion? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one suggest that you prc 
pare the report, as I understand it, which is incorporated 
in this letter addressed to the Citizens’ meeting at the High 
School ? 

Mr. Broun: What is meant by the question, Mr. Ex 
aminer, the witness was the acting chairman of the com 
mittee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 
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The Witness: Xo one suggested it, I acted in line with 
all committee reports that I ever make anywhere and wrote 
the report. 

8448 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did your committee ever 
discuss the matter at any meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, it has been 
told us exactly what happened. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I believe you have gone over 
that, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: I haven’t gone over that, Mr. Examiner, I 
haven’t asked if this matter was ever discussed at any 
meeting. 

Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner, Mr. Shawe is mis¬ 
taken in his recollection. 

Mr. Shawe: I w T ould like— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Shawe was right the 
other time, so I don’t want to take a chance on his memory. 
Go ahead. 

The Witness: The whole matter was covered at the 
Tuesday afternoon meeting. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) Was it agreed at. the Tuesday after¬ 
noon meeting that you were to write a report of what took 
place at the meeting? A. The matter which we had dis¬ 
cussed with Mr. Watkins and the whole outcome of the com¬ 
mittee meeting, was discussed after Mr. Watkins and Mr. 
Stevenson had withdrawn. 

Q. You are not answering my question. Maybe you 
don’t understand me. I will ask you again. A. I 

8449 think I do. 

Q. Was it suggested at that meeting, or was any 
approval at that meeting made of that report which you 
subsequently drew up ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has answered 
the question on cross examination. 

Mr. Shawe: He hasn’t answered that question. 

Mr. Broun: He told us he vras acting as chairman of the 
committee and wrote the report in the course of the action 
he had taken in his ow*n committee. The question is not 
clear, it just serves to get the record as muddy as can be. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 
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Mr. Shawe: Strike the question, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was it agreed at the meeting h0ld 
on Tuesday afternoon in your church with the members lof 
your committee, that you were to write up a report of what 
took place at that meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, Mr. Shawe is again giving 
the conclusions of counsel for the Board on the record. 
The witness has testified as to what happened in the meet¬ 
ing, he said that he telephoned to two members of his com¬ 
mittee that he couldn’t reach the other members of 
8450 the committee, that he also telephoned Mr. Martin. 

He explained it backwards and forwards, so many 
times, that the record is beginning to get into a terrific 
mess. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, if respondents’ counsel are willing 
to agree that this man sat down and wrote this report hiiji- 
self without the permission of the rest of the committee, 
am willing to let the record stand. 

Mr. Broun: Oh, Mr. Examiner, that is another gross 
misstatement of the facts in the record. 

Mr. Shawe: I am only trying to find out how this ex¬ 
hibit came into being. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you just go ahead ai d 
tell us in your own way, just all about it, please,—and will 
all the lawyers please just keep quiet for five minutes while 
this man tells us all about it,—all about the paper. Go 
ahead and tell us. 

The Witness: It was generally understood, T am sure 
that— 

Mr. Shawe: Now, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right, I may be all 
wrong, but for five minutes I want all of you to keep quiet 
while this man tells us something about it. Now, he dic¬ 
tated the paper, the chances are he knows a little bit aboijt 
it. 


Now, go ahead. 


ft 


The Witness: At the conclusion of the mcetin 
8451 when Mr. Watkins and Mr. Stevenson had win 
drawn, we discussed the whole matter of the sub¬ 
stance of our discussion, and it was generally understood 
among us, as it always is among men who are efficient in 
committee work, that the chairman would make a report. 
There was no specified time just then, we weren’t sure just 
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when the other meeting would be. I sat down and wrote 
out this report, I think, the following day, and then I tried 
on the afternoon of the meeting, when I didn't feel it was 
necessary to change it for any reason, to get in touch with 
the whole committee, and I made this report, and so ex¬ 
plained to the meeting at the high school, and the report 
was accepted. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, about the members of 

vour committee. 

* 

The Witness: The members of the committee were— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I mean about this report, 
did they know of the report—I know you have told us about 
it before—now let’s have it all clear in one statement. 

The Witness: I knew of it, Mr. Custer knew of it, Mr. 
McGinley knew of it, and I think all the members of the 
committee were present at the high school meeting and 
could have objected. I tried to get all the members of the 
committee, but could not. 

8452 Mr. Shawe: May I ask a question, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You certainly may. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did Mr. Custer first know 
of that report? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has testified a 
thousand times that he talked to Mr. Custer and Mr. Mc¬ 
Ginley on occasions, talked to them over the telephone— 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I would like to have that 
question answered. 

Mr. Broun: I don’t think, Mr. Examiner, that counsel 
for the Board is entitled to have that question asked five or 
six times and answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, suppose you tell us,— 
and this is really the last time I am going to hear this— 
when did you tell Mr. Custer about the report ? When did 
you tell Mr. McGinley about the report? 

The Witness: I told Mr. Custer and Mr. McGinley about 
the report the same afternoon, Thursday afternoon, that I 
tried to get Rabbi Granowitz and Mr. Weimer, when I felt 
satisfied that that was my final report, Thursday afternoon 
I called Mr. Custer, that is the first time he knew that the 
report had been written. He approved it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you read it to him over the 
’phone? 
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The Witness: I did read it to him over the ’phone. 

8453 Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you read it to Mr. 
McGinlev over the ’phone? 

The Witness: To Mr. McGinlev over the ’phone. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And, after you read it to them ever 
the ’phone, you went and showed it to Mr. Martin, is that 
correct? A. No, sir, that isn’t correct. 

Q. When did you show it to Mr. Martin? A. I showed it 
to Mr. Martin as chairman of the Citizens’ Committee, 
before I asked anybody about it, because T thought, as 
chairman of the committee, general committee, would per¬ 
haps have some advice. 

O. Did Mr. Martin suggest any changes in the report? 
A. He made no changes or no suggestion of any char 

Q. Now, at the meeting at the high school that eveni 
I mean on Thursday evening, June 17th, didn’t Mr. Mai 
state at the opening of the meeting that there was not 
be any discussion from the floor at the meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, 1 think it is highly ob.j 
tionable, it assumes a state of facts not in evidence an4 it 
is very leading. 

Mr. Shawe: This is cross examination, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I am sorry, but J am not clear in what 
Mr. Martin said about that. 

8454 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) He made some referei 
about discussion, did he not? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the witness 
has answered the question, he doesn’t recall that that v 
said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us as best you d 
remember what he did say, if you remember anything 
about it. 

Mr. Broun: That is— 

The Witness: Mr. Martin said—will I answer? 1 doh’t 
recall that he said anything about discussion. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, was there any discussion 
from the floor? A. To the best of my knowledge there w 
no discussion from the door. 

Q. Do you know whether the D. P. Weimer, whom you Re¬ 
ferred to was appointed chairman of your committee, is tjhe 


tee 


as 


an 


as 
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same Mr. Weimer who is intervening in these proceedings 
as counsel for the Employees’ Representation Plan. 7 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it hasn’t been shown, so far 
as the record of this witness is concerned, what the situation 
in that regard is, therefore, the question is improper, be¬ 
cause it assumes a state of facts not in evidence as to this 
witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is if he knows. 
If he doesn’t know, he can say so. You may answer. 

8455 The Witness: I assume that he is the same man. 
I do not know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever heard of the Em¬ 
ployees' Representation Plan. 7 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, it has cer¬ 
tainly got no reference to the direct examination of this 
witness. 

Mr. Broun: I think it is pertinent, Mr. Examiner, if 
you will, I will show some connection with it, if you will 
let him answer the question. Of course, if he hasn’t heard 
of it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer subject 
1o connection. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if I may make one further 
statement, it seems to me that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Counsel says he is going to 
connect it up, he may answer subject to his doing so. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever heard of it? A. I 
have heard of it, but I am poorly informed on the subject. 

Q. You don’t know what it is? A. I could give a very 
poor explanation of it. 

Q. What do you think the Employees’ Representation 
Plan is? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what this witness 

8456 thinks the Employees’ Representation Plan is, is 
not competent or material and he has stated that he 

doesn’t know anything about it or practically nothing 
about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I don’t know enough about the Employees’ 
Representation Plan to give you an intelligent definition 
of it. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: While the rest are being fa¬ 
cetious, I will say, give us your definition of it. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like to object to 
your question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All that is— 

Mr. Broun: Certainly, a guess of that sort, has got 
nothing to do with the issues or the proceeding. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will withdraw it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you attend the meeting which 
was held at the Sunnehanna Country Club on Sunday, Jijne 
12 th? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: The day, please? 

Mr. Broun: That is— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Sunday? A. June 12th? 

Q. Yes, the meeting that was held the afternoon before 
the meeting at the Elks Club. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you say? 

8457 Mr. Broun: I object— 

The Witness: I— 

Mr. Broun: —no such meeting has been shown in the 
evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that question again: 

The Witness: Whether I attended the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, read that. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

The Witness: Shall I answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you attend the meeting which 
was held at the Fort Stanwix Hotel, Sunday, June 13th? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, so far as 
this witness is concerned, it assumes a state of fact not in 
evidence. 

Mr. Shawe: I am asking him if he attended the meetin 
held there, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: Tie said, “The day, please”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know there was a meeting 
held Sunday afternoon at the Fort Stanwix Hotel of the 
citizens of Johnstown, called by Rev. John H. Stanton? 
A. Day and date ? 

8458 Mr. Broun: Same objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawc) Sunday, June 13th? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to the question and 
may I ask. Dr. Nicely, that you give me an opportunity 
to object before your answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie may answer. 

The Witness: 1 did not know of such a meeting, never 
heard of it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Rev. Stanton state at the meet¬ 
ing held on Monday night, that a group of citizens had met 
Sunday afternoon at the Fort Stanwix Hotel ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has answered 
that question, because he said he never heard of such a 
meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that previous answer? 

(Thereupon the reporter read the answer requested as 
follows: 

“A. I do not know of such a meeting, never heard of 

it-”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: If I understand, may I understand your 
second question or pending question? 

Mr. Broun: Read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

8459 The Witness: That is, did Dr. Stanton at the 
Elks meeting refer to a meeting held at the Stanwix 

on Sunday afternoon previously? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, that is right. 

The Witness: He did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did anyone at the meeting held at 
the Elks Club on Monday, June 14th, state that there had 
been a preliminary meeting held at the Fort Stanwix Hotel 
Sunday afternoon June 13th ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question is worse than 
the other, characterizes a meeting, assumes a state of facts 
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not in evidence, covers something which the witness has 
specifically and precisely answered. 

Mr. Shawe: I asked him if anyone stated at the meeting 
in one portion, and the other one was directed as to 
whether Itev. Stanton did. 

Mr. Broun: He said he never heard of a meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you know, after allj this 
is cross examination. 

Mr. Broun: Well, that sort of question is not proper at 

anv time. 

• 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer it. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear that there was a 
meeting before today ! 

Mr. Broun: Same objection. 

8460 Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that? Sus¬ 
tained. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you attended any Citizens’ 
Committee meetings after the Thursday night meeting held 
at the Central High School on June 17th? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that and ask for 
the definition from the counsel for the Board, as to what he 
means. 

Mr. Shawe: I mean— 

Mr. Broun: What citizens’ meeting? 

Mr. Shawe: I mean exactly what I said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, T did. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When? A. Sunday afternoon the 
20th; I wouldn’t say it was strictly a Citizens’ Committee 
meeting, but there was a meeting of citizens. It seemed to 
be some of the same men who were at our former meeting, 
and others at the Sunnehanna Country Club. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a ten-minute re¬ 
cess. 

(Thereupon a ten-minute recess was taken, after which 
the following proceedings were had:) 

8461 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, proceed, Mr. 
Shawe. Will you proceed, Mr. Shawe? 
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Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Nicely—Dr. Nicely—excuse me. 
A. It is all right. 

Q. Is Mr. Charles R. Ellicott a member of the Consistory 
of your congregation? A. He is not. 

Mr. Broun: I object on the ground it is incompetent, 
irrelevant, immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let the answer stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall delivering a sermon 
to your congregation on Sunday morning, June 13th? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the same objection to that. 
I assume that Dr. Nicely preaches every Sunday morning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, from the nature of his 
profession I would assume as much, but I assume also that 
counsel has a purpose in asking the question. While that 
particular question may not appear to be relevant, I as¬ 
sume that it will be connected up, if it is not, of course all 
this goes out. 

The Witness: Shall I answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, I preached to my congregation on 
that morning, but for the life of me I can’t tell what 
8462 I preached on on the morning of June 13th. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall whether you 
mentioned the C. I. 0. in your sermon? A. My recollection 
is that I did not refer to the situation at all on June 13th. 

Q. Did you refer to it on any subsequent Sunday? A. 
I did, with a good bit of emphasis. 

Q. When did you first refer to it, that you recall ? A. On 
the 20th of June. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, we have gotten Dr. 
Nicely referring in his sermon, as I understand it, to 4 ‘it”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The situation. 

Mr. Broun: The situation? Well, that doesn’t mean 
much, what is the situation— 

Mr. Shawe: The C. I. 0. 

Mr. Broun: —that counsel for the Board refers to? 

Mr. Shawe: The C. I. O. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you mean by the 
situation ? 
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The Witness: The general strike situation. I don’t 
recall at this time that I specifically mentioned the C. I. 0., 
but I referred to the strike situation. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Can you tell us to the best of your 
knowledge what vou stated in vour sermon about the 

8463 strike situation on Sunday, June 20th? A. Your 
Honor, that is a Herculean task. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me the best evi¬ 
dence of that would be a copy of the sermon, if there is one. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that Respondents’ 
counsel have allowed this man to repeat a lot of hearsay. 
I submit that this man delivered a sermon and he himself 
should know what he said. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is not correct, I don’t 
think, that we have permitted the witness to state a lot of 
hearsay. The testimony he has given has not been hearsay, 
it hasn’t been shown that there is not a copy of the sermon 
in existence. Where a document is in existence, the best 
evidence rule requires the production of the document or a 
showing that it cannot be produced. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I do not have a copy of the sermon. There 
are some quotations from the sermon in June 21st or 22i)id, 
I think, in the City Press. I could not swear now that thtise 
copies are correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, tell me in substance what you 
said about the strike situation in your sermon on Sunday, 
June 20th? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness should 

8464 not be required to draw on his memory when he has 
indicated he does not recall what he said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if he knows, he can tell 
us, if he doesn’t know, well, he can’t tell us. Go ahead. 

The Witness: I am very sorry 1 could not give you an 
account of my sermon on Sunday morning. If you wish to 
produce that paper, I will tell you whether I said yes or no, 
or whether I said it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That would be Monday, June 21st, 
is that correct? A. I think so. Your Honor, may I make 
a statement? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 
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The Witness: It is to be understood that I did not give 
this copy to the press. 

Mr. Shawe: 1 understand. May I, Mr. Examiner, I 
would like to give the witness both of these papers, these 
Monday papers, and see if he can find that. He is probably 
more familiar with it than I am. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you look at the papers, 
please. 

(Several documents were passed to the witness.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that the 
witness has said he does not recall what he said in his 
sermon on this Sunday morning, that he did not give 

8465 copies to the press and that therefore it is not quite 
proper to show him a copy of a newspaper to re¬ 
fresh his recollection as to whether or not the newspaper 
account is accurate when it is shown he hasn’t an accurate 
recollection and he did not give copies to the press. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it may be that if he sees 
something that looks like a sermon that he gave, he can 
tell us whether or not he gave it. 

The Witness: I do not find it in the Tribune. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you looked at the Demo¬ 
crat? 

The Witness: No, I haven’t looked at the Democrat. 

Mr. Moore: Wouldn't it be well to have the record show 
what papers have been handed to the witness’ 

Trial Examiner Bioom: Yes, the record may show that 
the witness has been examining Respondents’ Exhibit 78 
for Identification and Respondents’ Exhibit 106 for Iden¬ 
tification. 

The Witness: Do you refer to the page, the last page of 
the Democrat under “Churches Urge Fair Play for Local 
Workers” and the paragraph here? 1 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, does that refresh your mem¬ 
ory as to what you said? A. 1 should like to retain the 
copy if you wish to question me. 

8466 Q. Just a minute. Well, look at the statement 
again, don’t read it but just refresh your memory, 

this here (pointing). 

The Witness: Yes. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, as I understand it, the wit¬ 
ness has handed the copy of the newspaper, he has been 
handed the copy of the newspaper, Respondents’ Exhibit 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 106 for Identification. 

Mr. Broun: —106 for Identification to refresh his meiii- 
ory. It doesn’t seem it is proper, it doesn’t seem to me 
is proper for counsel to refer to any particular point 
the exclusion of any other point. 

Mr. Shawe: I refer to the entire paper, Reverend. Yc 
refer to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean if there is a boc 
marked for identification that you can’t refer a witness 1 


pit 

o 


u 
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a particular page of the book to ask him whether the con¬ 
tents of that page may or may not refresh his recollectior 

Mr. Broun: No, sir, I do not, but wdiat happened heife 
w r as that Dr. Nicely said that he had made a sermon and 
that might refresh his memory if he looked at the paper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that seems to be what he 
is doing. 

8467 The Witness: There is only one slight reference 
here and I don’t know that this is an exact quotation 
of anything that I said. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, without looking at that, Rev¬ 
erend, will you tell us in your own words, to the best of 
your knowledge, what you did say about the strike situation. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has— 

The Witness: That would be impossible after these 
months. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Can’t you give us any idea at a}l 
of what you said that morning? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness is not called 
upon to guess after having stated that it is impossible for 
him to comply with the question. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may I make a statement? 
Respondents’ counsel produces this witness here, he has 
given us testimony not only what he said at certain meet¬ 
ings, which took place last June, but what he heard othej* 
people say, and I certainly think that I am entitled, the]} 
Board is entitled, to know’ what he himself said. If he re 
members what he said. 
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Mr. Broun: If he does, of course it is, Mr. Examiner. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: The man doesn’t remember, if 
he doesn’t remember, he doesn’t remember. 

8468 Mr. Shawe: It seems a fair assumption if he re¬ 
members what other men said on certain occasions 

last June, that he would remember what he himself said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you can’t argue a man 
into remembering something. You may think it is a very 
sad state of affairs if he doesn’t remember, but if he 
doesn’t, he doesn’t. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you remember anything that you 
said in your sermon delivered on Sunday, June 20th, about 
the strike situation? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the question has been an¬ 
swered and I know of no showing here or elsewhere that the 
human mind remembers things in exact chronological order 
or it is infallible. There is nothing to show because a man 
remembers one thing he must necessarily remember every 
other thing that happened at every other time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me ask you, do you have a 
written copy of that sermon? 

The Witness: I do not, your Honor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: May I explain ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

The Witness: It may be a condemnation of me, but I 
write out my sermons generally in lead pencil, and perhaps 
I will write two-thirds of them and make notes on 

8469 the rest, and when I get home throw them in the cor¬ 
ner somewhere because I never repeat. I don’t have 

a copy of that sermon. I am sorry, and moreover, it would 
be very difficult for me to make any definite statement about 
it because I have preached from Pittsburgh to Philadelphia 
fifty sermons since then. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) About the strike situation? A. No. 
That is a mere newspaper excerpt and part of it I am sure 
I didn’t say at all. 

Mr. Shawe: I see. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Nicely, you just said that is an excerpt 
and a moment ago you said that you did not recall whether 
it was accurate or not; did you mean excerpt? 
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The Witness: T mean that in part may be a quotation 
of what I said, it looks like it, it sounds like it, but it isn’t 
definite and I couldn’t swear that that is what I said. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you remember referring to th 
C. I. 0. at any time in any sermon delivered by you? A. 
remember. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that has been answered oil 
cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I remember referring to the strike and 
think you may assume that it was with reference to 

8470 the C. I. 0. because I understand it was the C. I. 0, 
strike, I referred to the strike more than once. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) What did vou say when you referred 
to it? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to the question. Dr. 
Nicely has testified three or four times in the last two or 
three minutes that he doesn’t recall what he said. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have the last answer of the witness 
read, and see if he doesn’t say that he remembered refer¬ 
ring to the strike? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Broun: That is not the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have the question in 
mind ? 

The Witness: Well, I thought he asked to have it read. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: When I referred to the strike, I referred 
to the violence which I referred to in my earlier testimony, 
which I witnessed at the Lower Franklin Gate, that was the 
principal objection I had to that violence and regret that 
the thing could happen. 

8471 Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean that was the 
principal objection you had to the strike? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it doesn’t seem to me that is 
a fair question, the witness did not testify— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn’t quite understand the 
answer and I want the witness to explain it, if you will. 


o 



4380 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


The Witness: It was my principal objection to what I 
witnessed of the strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you say anything else? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I must object again, the wit¬ 
ness has said he don’t know how many times, he doesn’t re¬ 
call what he said, I don’t know how many times he said he 
doesn’t recall what he said. Now, the fact that he remem¬ 
bers that he said something with reference to the strike, it 
does not mean he recalls what he said, two entirely different 
things. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, this man can tell us what he 
knows, he doesn’t need to be prompted by Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: He doesn’t need to be asked things a thou¬ 
sand times by Mr. Shawe either. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever in any of your sermons 
urge the men to go back to work? A. No, nor to stay 
out. 

8472 Q. Did you think it was a fair strike? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness’ opinion 
on a thing of that sort when he says he doesn’t remember 
what he said is not a fair question, it is incompetent, irrele¬ 
vant and immaterial, when he says he doesn’t know— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. Have you got 
the question ? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. No, I did not think it was. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Why? A. Because it was untimely. 

Q. Tell me why you think it was untimely. A. Because 
this city had been prostrated in the flood a few months be¬ 
fore and it didn’t seem to me that this was the place. I 
think Mr. Hi Andrews was absolutely right about that, nei¬ 
ther the time nor the place to start such a thing, if it was to 
be started. 

Q. Do you have any other objections to the strike? A. I 
have objections to the way in which it was carried on. 

Q. Did you have any other objections to the strike? A. 
None. 

Q. Did you attend a meeting of the Ministerial Associa¬ 
tion held during the time of the strike here? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is far beyond thb 

8473 scope of the direct examination, and obviously hasn’p 
anything to do with the Citizens’ Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did. 

8474 Q. Do you recall Rev. Edmond reading a 
which he proposed to send to Governor Earle? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is assum ¬ 
ing a state of facts not in evidence, with reference to this, 
witness, and not in evidence at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you sign a letter at that meeting 
which was to be sent to Governor Earle— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that assumes— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) —protesting the calling of a strike? 
ill*. Broun: That assumes a state of facts not in evi¬ 
dence. It hasn’t been shown there was such a letter. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, if the respondents’ counsel 
will let me finish my questions, I think you will understand 
the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the last question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you sign a letter at the meeting 
of the Ministerial Association protesting the closing of the 
mills— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) —in Johnstown ? 

Mr. Broun : It isn’t fair to ask that question. Mr. Shawe 
doesn’t have to characterize the answer to ask the ques¬ 
tion. 

8475 Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the objection to 
letting a man finish a question? It is customary in 

most legal proceedings, then after the question is finished, 
you make your objection. 

Mr. Shawe: I have heard respondents’ counsel say in 
these proceedings, time and time again, that they wanted 
all the evidence, and we are trying to give them all the evi¬ 
dence, and apparently they don’t w T ant it. 

Mr. Broun: Apparently, Mr. Examiner, what Mr. Shawe 
is trying to do is— 

Mr. Shawe: It is part of the picture. 





i 
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Mr. Broun: —put the conclusions of the Labor Board 
into evidence, and ask witnesses questions for the purpose 
of misleading them. 

Mr. Shawe: I am not putting in any conclusions of the 
Labor Board. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now that both counsel have 
expressed themselves so completely and fully, let’s find out 
what the witness knows. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) All right, did you sign a letter at the 
meeting of the Ministerial Association held during the 
strike? A. I did not, I signed a brief statement, the second 
one. 

Q. Was the statement addressed to the Governor? 

8476 A. I assume that it was, I didn’t send it. 

Q. What was the statement, if you remember? 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr. Examiner, the best evidence 
rule requires the showing of the statement; if not in evi¬ 
dence, or the production of the statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s show the man what 
you have in mind, if you have anything particular in mind. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry, Mr. Examiner, I don’t happen to 
have a copy of that letter. Maybe the witness has a copy of 
the statement. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you have a copy of the statement 
that you signed, Mr. Nicely? A. I am sorry, I do not. I 
think I can help you out, though, if the Court will allow me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, go ahead. 

The Witness: I signed a statement to the effect that I 
w’as opposed to the autocratic method— 

Mr. Broun: Mr.— 

The Witness: —method in which the Governor closed 
the mills in Johnstown, in which the majority of men 
wanted to work, and we prayed him to open the mills, on 
account of the sad economic conditions in the city immedi¬ 
ately. Now, that is not the exact wording, but that is the 
substance. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That is the substance? Did 

8477 you think the majority of the men wanted to work? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, what 
this witness thought about that. 

Mr. Shawe: It is very material, Mr. Examiner, mental 
attitude. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I know the Rev. Stanton gave 
a similar, made a statement— 

Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner, the only testimoijiy 
in the record with reference to that are statements which 
other people said or mentioned. 

Mr. Shawe: This man signed a statement to that effeqt, 
Mr. Examiner, I want to know'— 

Mr. Broun: There is no showing in the record, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, I w’ould like to have the Board’s counsel— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question a,s 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I would like to have the re¬ 
porter—will you please read the statement wiiich this wit¬ 
ness said he signed at that meeting of the Ministerial Asso¬ 
ciation? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the answer requested 
as follows: 

“I signed a statement to the effect that I w r as opposed to 
the autocratic method in w'hich the Governor closed 
8478 the mills in Johnstown in w’hich the majority of men 
wranted to w’ork, and we prayed him to open the mills 
on account of the sad economic conditions in the city im¬ 
mediately. Now*, that is not the exact wording, but that i*f 
the substance.”) 


Mr. Broun: 
Reporter? 


Now, what was Mr. Shaw’e’s question, Mr 


(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as follows: 

4 ‘Did you think the majority of the men wanted to 
w’ork?”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answ’er. 

The Witness: Yes, I certainly did. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) On wdiat do you base that state¬ 
ment? A. On information that I received from the press, 
and on information that I received from individuals who 
wanted to work. 

Q. Did you receive any information from individuals who 
w’ere out on strike? A. From one. 
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Q Who was that? A. A young man whose name I can’t 
give you, I could get it for you. 

Q. Do you recall when you signed that statement ad¬ 
dressed to Governor Earle? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what does that state- 

8479 ment refer to? A. That wasn’t the exact statement, 
I didn’t exactly quote— 

Mr. Broun: Dr. Nicely, just a moment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a moment. 

Mr. Broun: —until we find out what counsel refers to by 
“that statement.” 

Mr. Shawe: We are talking about one statement ad¬ 
dressed to Governor Earle which this man signed, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, and I don’t think it is necessary to repeat it and 
repeat it over and over every time I ask a question about 
it; the record is perfectly clear. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner—that is my 
point, I don’t think it is— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many statements did you sign 
that vrere sent to Governor Earle? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it assumes 
a state of facts not in evidence. It hasn’t been shown any 
statement was sent to Governor Earle that he signed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I signed one statement. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did you sign it? A. A short 
statement. 

Mr. Broun: Let him answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let him answer, please. 

8480 Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Go ahead, finish your answer. 
A. On the morning, I think, of the 21st of June, at a Min¬ 
isterial Association meeting in the YMCA, that was the 
only statement. 

Q. Was Rev. Stanton present at that meeting? A. I think 
he was, part of the meeting. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I do not think that Mr. 
Shawe has allowed the witness even then to finish his an¬ 
swer— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you finished your an¬ 
swer? 
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Mr. Broun: —because the question was how many state¬ 
ments he signed that were sent to Governor Earle. He 
previously said he didn't know whether any were sent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: IIow many statements did you 
sign, thinking that they were to be sent to Governor Earle, 
if you signed any ? 

The Witness: The one, the one brief statement to whjch 
I referred. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whether that was 
sent to Governor Earle! 

The Witness: 1 do- not know. There was never an an¬ 
swer, to my knowledge. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was there— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. 

8481 Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. 

* i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whether|it 
was sent to Governor Earle, irrespective of whether or npt 
an answer was received! 

The Witness: 1 do- not know, your Honor. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was there another statement rea|d 
at that meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it hasn’t been shown yet thsjit 
this one was read. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was the statement which voju 
signed read at the meeting? A. Xo. 

Q. Was any statement read at the meeting, which was ad¬ 
dressed to Governor Earle? A. Yes, but I think it was aj- 
tered afterward and 1 was not, 1 did not sign it. 

Q. Did you see it after it was altered? A. I did not read 
it after it was altered. 

Q. Did you see it after it was altered? A. I saw the orig¬ 
inal on the table, I did not read it after it was altered. 

Q. Was it laying on the table alongside of the statement; 
which you signed ? A. It was lying on the table. 

8482 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that, it 
hasn’t been shown that the statement he signed was 

lving on the table. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you, I am sorry. 

The Witness: I beg your pardon. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, tell us just where these two 
papers were lying, Mr. Nicely? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it assumes a state of facts 
not in evidence, there is nothing* to show the two papers 
were lying on the table. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were two papers lying on a table at 
the meeting of the Ministerial Association* 

Mr. Broun: Now, what two papers? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The two papers which you thought 
were going to be sent to Governor Earle protesting the 
closing of the mills ! 

Mr. Broun: There is no statement showing two papers 
were going to be sent to Governor Earle, it is just typical 
of a whole line of questions by counsel for the Board, 
stating things not in evidence, assuming things are in the 
record, when there is nothing in the record to show them, 
asking the witness questions about it, getting answers about 
it when there is nothing in the record to show any such 
things. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, all right let’s go 
8483 back to the first statement you signed. Where 
was it ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it hasn’t been shown that he 
signed two papers. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: l didn’t say two papers. 

Mr. Broun: You said the first paper he signed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 did not, if I did, 1 am sorry. I 
thought 1 said a paper. The papers that he signed. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read back what I did say, I am 
curious if I said the first paper. What did I say? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question of the 
Trial Examiner as follows: 

“Now, all right, let's go back to the first statement you 
signed. Where was it?”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Where was the paper 
vou signed when vou signed it? 

The Witness: It was lying near some other statement 
that other men seemed to be determined to send, but I did 
not read the corrected statement of the others. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were they both lying on the same 
table? A. I think part of the time. 
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Q. You saw men signing the other statement? A. I did 
not see anybody sign it. 

8484 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said they seemed de¬ 
termined to do something, I guess. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawc) What did you mean by “seemed de¬ 
termined to sign the other statement”? What did \^ou 
mean by that? A. What a fellow does generally when he 
gets half mad. They were insisting upon sending it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, how were they acting, tell 
us about it? 

The Witness: For a body of preachers, fairly well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right, tell us how does 
a body of preachers act when they are determined to do 
something, half mad? 

The Witness: I can tell you in a word, without going into 
it at length, but they were acting very well, but the ma¬ 
jority were determined to- send this larger statement, and 
the minority wanted to send the shorter statement, and 
some of the men signed both statements. I did not, I sigijed 
the short statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : I see. 

Mr. Shawc: Thank you, Dr. Nicely. No further ques¬ 
tions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, do you have any¬ 
thing further? 

8485 Mr. Broun: I would like just a moment or so, 5|fr. 
Examiner, to go through my notes for a minute. 

(Short recess.) 


Mr. Broun: We are ready, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Dr. Nicely, you stated, I think, either 
on direct or cross—I have forgotten which—that Mr. Pal 
Weimer, I believe you said, whom you thought might be D. 
P. Weimer, probably was Mr. D. P. Weimer, was appointed 
chairman of the Special Committee, of which you were a 
member. Do you know, if it is a fact, why Mr. Weimer did 
not act as chairman? 
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Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it is impro¬ 
per redirect. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Well, to the best of my knowledge, Mr. 
Wei me r had business that took him out of the city the day 
the committee met and felt that it wasn’t necessary for him 
to come in on the committee afterwards. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, dealing with the meeting which 
that committee held on Tuesday, June 15th, 1 believe you 
said, had the committee, or the members of the committee 
arrived and the committee organized itself before or after 
Mr. Watkins and Mr. Stevenson arrived? 

8486 Mr. Shawe: What does counsel mean by “organ¬ 
ized themselves”? 

Mr. Broun: Elected Dr. Nicely as acting chairman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you, before—all right. 

The Witness: The gentlemen came almost simultane¬ 
ously, but Mr. Watkins did, perhaps, come in five or ten 
minutes later. I think it was after the other gentlemen ar¬ 
rived, between the arrival of the members of the committee 
and the arrival of Mr. Watkins, that some of the men sug¬ 
gested, I remember Rabbi Gr:\nowitz, and I think it was 
Mr. (lister, said, in tin* absence of Mr. Wcimor, “I wish you 
would act as chairman.” I protested, but I was made chair¬ 
man. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, you referred to Mr. Schwartz 
and. that is. Mr. Charles M. Schwartz, and Mr. Thomas C. 
Kern, I believe, as officials of Bethlehem Steel Company. 
Did you mean by that, that they were elected to the offices, 
whatever they may be, by the Board of Directors? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I am going to break in right 
now on that. He tells the witness what he is supposed to 
say. I think if he would ask him what he means by “offi¬ 
cials”, rather than tell him what he means— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter read the question as above set forth.) 

8487 Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know what you 
can ask him now, Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the word “official” is one 
that has a special connotation. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom : Why not ask him that—why 
ask him, then, what you mean by “official”. Once you 
into a long explanation, frankly, I won’t have the fain 


not 

go 

est 


idea nor any one else that reads this record whether mis 
witness is simply repeating more or less your answer, or 
whether he really knows. 

Mr. Shawe: I move at this time that further questions 
along- that line should be barred, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will grant the motion. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further, Mr. Rose 

Mr. Rose: No recross. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You have told us at dif¬ 
ferent times, both on direct examination and on cross-ex¬ 
amination, why you more or less opposed the strike; would 
you mind telling us again, please ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if i may make an objection 
to your question, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, there is no reason why 
you shouldn’t object to them if you think they are im- 
8488 proper. 

Mr. Broun: I don’t believe that is a precise state¬ 
ment of what Dr. Nicelv testified to, I understood him to sav 
not more than a few minutes ago that for certain reasons he 
opposed the way the strike was carried on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is whv T said on direct 
and on cross, because in response to a question of yours I 
think he stated in the beginning of his testimony that tie 
opposed the strike because of violence. I may be incorrect, 
but anyway you understand— 

The Witness: Your Honor, I have never opposed the 
right of labor to organize or to strike in a just cause. I was 
opposed to the strike for two or three reasons: First, I 
thought it was untimely that this city should not have been 
selected, or should have been selected, by the C. I. 0. at that 
time to start a strike in the Bethlehem mill and I was tre¬ 
mendously opposed because of the manner in which it was 
conducted. There was great violence in connection with tlie 
strike bv the strikers. 
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Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, were those the 
reasons why you acted in support of the so-called Citizens’ 
Committee, or why you believed in the ends of the Citizens' 
Committee? A. That, and the economic well-being of the 
city of Greater Johnstown. 

8489 Q. When you say “that and the economic well¬ 
being”, what do you mean by that in the answer? A. 

The answer I just gave with! reference to the untimeliness 
and the nature of the strike. 

Q. I see. Well, from that is it a fair statement to say 
that you believed in the ends of the Citizens’ Committee, 
then ? A. I did. 

Q. What would you say those ends were, what were the 
purposes of the Citizens’ Committee? A. Primarily the 
ends of the Citizens’ Committee, as I conceived it, were to 
aid in the enforcement of law and order and to maintain 
unswervingly the rights of every man to work who wanted 
to work 

Q. Well, would you say, then—had you finished your an¬ 
swer? A. Yes, sir. 

- Q. Would you say, then, that the purpose was two-fold? 
A. I would. 

Q. That is, to maintain law and order and to preserve 
the right to work as you have stated? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Coming down, then, to the declaration of martial law, 
were you familiar with the circumstances surround- 

8490 ing that, or, rather, were you familiar with the fact 
that Governor Earle of Pennsylvania declared mar¬ 
tial law? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you approve of that action, or disapprove of it? 
A. I disapproved of it, at that time. 

Q. Well, tell us why. A. Because T felt morally certain 
that an overwhelming majority of the men were working 
and a still greater number wanted to work, and because I 
felt that so-called strikers’ parade could be controlled by 
the Governor in the same way that he controlled the situa¬ 
tion, or thought he was controlling it, by issuing martial 
law. 

Q. What do you mean by that? A. Excuse me, your 
Honor, T will have to ask you what you mean by that. 
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Q. All right, that is a fair question. What do you mean 
by the statements that the Governor could control the situ¬ 
ation ? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, may I break in? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: It seems to me that when you have a man 
who is called a layman on the witness stand, that you should 
explain to him what martial law is. I doubt very much if 
he knows what martial law is. I don’t think, therefore, that 
he is qualified to express an opinion as to whether 
8491 martial law was proper or improper, and what the 
effect of it was. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: I am referring, regardless of 
what the legal conclusion of it may be, what the legal action 
of it may be, that is of the action of the Governor, which this 
witness 1 assume possibly understood to be the state of 
martial law without concluding whether that was or was 
not martial law— 

Mr. Moore: Well, but I venture that the great percent¬ 
age, perhaps ninety-nine percent, if not a hundred percent 
of the people who are not engaged in our profession do riot 
know what martial law is, really, except as they have had 
to do it, some officer who has to enforce an order or some¬ 
thing of that sort. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will go a little bit further and 
include quite a number of lawyers, but I was referring to 
what this witness probably referred to as martial law be¬ 
cause, as I understand it, the papers at that time, and t ie 
people generally, were referring to the situation as martial 
law. 

Mr. Moore: Well, but don’t you think it is fair to ex¬ 
plain to a man what martial law is, and why it is generally 
declared? 

The Witness: Now, may I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I don’t. 

8492 Mr. Moore: Then he can decide whether lie 
thought that the circumstances which it was deemed 
to warrant—whether he thought the circumstances deemed 
to warrant the declaration of martial law were present 
here, and then he is in a position where he can pass judg¬ 
ment. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not asking this man for 
an opinion as to martial law as martial law, I am asking 
him to express an opinion on the action of the Governor, 
whether that was martial law or not martial law. 

Mr. Moore: Well, but isn’t that the same thing? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not at all. 

Mr. Moore: Isn’t that asking him whether he thought 
the Governor was justified in declaring martial law when 
he has no basis, as I understand it, he may be educated on 
the point, but the ordinary layman is not, as to what mar¬ 
tial law is, and therefore what the Governor had done. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) What did you think the 
Governor had done at that time by way of a proclamation 
or an announcement or otherwise? A. My understanding 
was that the Governor had closed the Bethlehem mills 
which was the major industry of the community and it 
was affecting a hardship upon the community. 

Q. Now, let me ask you this, in line with Mr. 

8493 Moore’s suggestion: Did you refer to that action 
of the Governor as martial law, in other words, I am 

not asking you whether that was martial law, I am merely 
asking vou whether vou referred to it as martial law? A. 
Where and when? 

Q. Oh, at any time during that period when this action 
of the Governor took place? A. I don’t recall definitely, 
your Honor. I referred to his act which closed the mills. 

Q. Very well, we will just refer to it as the act which 
closed the mills, then. Does that meet your objection? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, that is the very point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, I am frank to say I am 
not thinking of the situation— 

Mr. Moore: You see from the answer the difficulty. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I understand. I assume 
from what the Reverend Stanton said that it was generally 
spoken of as martial law, but apparently all of the citizenry 
did not so speak of it. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, to go back where 
we were, Dr. Nicely, you then disagreed or did not approve 
of the action of the Governor closing the mills, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. I disagreed with the result, I did not know what 
was in the Governor’s mind. 

8494 Q. Well, of course, but you disagreed with the act 
that he did? A. Yes. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4393 


Mr. Broun: May the record show that the witness an¬ 
swered “yes”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was such an affirmative i^od 
that I forgot that the reporter probably did not get it. At 
any rate, the witness nodded “yes”? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, as a fact, did not 
the act of the Governor in closing the mills have this result, 
that there was no further violence in connection with the 
strike ? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that is objec¬ 
tionable and asking for the calling of a conclusion that no 
man can arrive at. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So far as this witness knew pr 
observed. ITe has told us that he has observed other things 
that occurred during the strike by way of violence, it m^y 
be that he has an opinion on this act of the Governor. | 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, if I can break in—two things 
happened at the same time, it does not necessarily mean 
that one is the cause of the other. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. 

8495 Mr. Moore: Or the other is the result of the one. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, if I may break in, I 
don’t think that the record so shows that the two things 
happened at the same time, as I recall it. The testimony 
is that martial law was declared first, and then the march 
of the miners was called off. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I haven’t said a word about 
the march of the miners. 

Mr. Shawe: All right, T am wrong, I am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question I asked hin^, 
Mr. Mershon. Have you got that? 

The Reporter: Yes. 


(The reporter repeated the pending question, as follows): 

“Q. Now, as a fact, did not the act of the Governor ii| 
closing the mills have this result, that there was no further’ 
violence in connection with the strike?”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you can answer that. 

The Witness: I am sorry, I cannot answer that in the 
affirmative, your Honor, I think there was some violence 
afterwards. i 
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Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, can you tell us 
about that? A. Not in detail, I heard of it in a general 
way. 

Q. When? A. After martial law was declared. 

8496 Q. Well, now, we don’t want to get in a quarrel 
with Mr. Moore about this, so don’t let’s say martial 

law, say “when the mills were closed.” A. All right, when 
the mills were closed. Then what? 

Q. Well, you were telling us about violence that occurred. 
A. It is the same kind of violence that was reported to us 
in the press at other times. 

Q. When did that occur? A. After martial law was de¬ 
clared, or the closing of the mills, your Honor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, will you make an 
exception for this witness? 

Mr. Moore: No, the martial law was declared, I don’t 
object to his stating the fact. We know that, but it is a 
difference between stating that martial law or so-called 
martial law was declared, and saying what it is, I mean— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I did not want this witness to 
tell us what martial law was, I don’t think he is qualified 
to tell us. I doubt whether more than half a dozen lawyers 
in the United States are really qualified to tell us, and I 
certainly would not ask this man to venture an opinion on 
that. I want from him the effect of the act of the 

8497 Governor, whether it was martial law or the closing 
of the mills or what. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that I don’t think he is qualified to 
answer, I don’t think he knows what the effect was, that is 
what I say. 

Mr. Broun: It hasn’t been shown— 

Mr. Moore: How can any man say that the effect of a 
certain thing is a certain thing unless he knows that they 
are so closely connected— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he has told us that the 
closing of the mills had certain effects. 

Mr. Broun: It hasn’t been shown, Mr. Examiner, that 
that was the only factor present. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it mav be tha+ he knows 
something about it. 

The Witness: Your Honor, I was overwhelmingly of 
the conviction that there was practically no violence on 
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the day before the order came through to close the mill 
It looked very much to me as if the whole thing would liavp 
died a natural death if this had not been, or if there had 
not been the threat of the martial—the threat of the inarch. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, did you hear of 
this threat? A. The press was full of it. 

8498 Q. Do you recall when you heard about it? A. I 
recall hearing about it the evening preceding the day 

on which the mills, it was reported that the mills, would bo 
closed, because I understand it was reported that the mill[s 
would be closed on Saturday, but thev were not closed 
until midnight, the evening of Friday I heard it. In fad;, 
I think if you look up the press you will find it was referred 
to in the press on Friday. 

Q. Did you believe the report? A. I had no reason not to. 

Q. I am referring now to this march of the miners. A. 
Yes, I believed that there would be such a march becaus 
we had had other concentrations of sympathizers in th 
city’s environs. 

Q. Were you worried about that or upset about it? A 
No, I was expecting the Governor to send in his men and 
control the situation. 

Q. Well, specifically, what did you expect the Governok* 
to do? A. The Governor had sent in men here, I take it it 
was the National Guard, and they did a very good job, 
think they were fair to everybody and I thought that pei 
haps he would increase that force, so I was very greatlj 
surprised when the mills were closed. 

Q. How many men did you understand or hea 

8499 were going to march into Johnstown? A. Oh, tht 
general report was from thirty to forty thousand 

Q. How many men did you think would have been ncces 
sary to have coped with that, that is if the Governor hac| 
sent in more men, how many do you think would have beei|i 
necessary to handle the situation ? A. I doubt, your Honoi 
if I am competent to pass on that, except that there was 
commanding respect for those State Officers that came ii|i 
here at all times. I don’t think it would have taken a tre 
mendously large number of men to handle the situation 

Q. Now, let’s assume that these miners had been rather 
belligerent group, might not a march of a group of meif 
of that size have precipitated real violence in Johnstown 
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Mr. Moore: I think I must object to that, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, that is pretty much problematical. I don’t see how 
a man can answer that question unless you tell him how 
strong the condition is and how weak the opposition is, 
how weak the defense would be. If you had forty thousand 
men march into the city of Johnstown, everybody here 
crippled, no defense, and they be determined to come in 
and upset the city, attack its property and burn it, I don’t 
suppose that he could answer otherwise than that that was 
dangerous, but how can he answer the question which 

8500 you have proposed without you telling him how 
strong the opposition is and how strong the men 

marching in are? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness has indicated 
that he rather expressed or hoped, I have forgotten just 
what word he used, that the Governor might send in more 
men to take care of the situation. 

Mr. Moore: Well, shouldn’t you couple with that the 
statement that the Governor did not have at his command 
force enough to have stopped the march of forty thousand 
men? It seems to me that that condition must go along 
with it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know whether 
that is a fact or not, I don’t know whether the Governor 
did or did not. 

Mr. Moore: Well, forty thousand men may have come 
in from one quarter, come in from another, I suppose they 
could have been stopped long before they got here if the 
force of the National Guard or whatever the State Police 
might be called, State Defense— 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, do you have any 
ideas on the subject, Reverend? A. Your Honor, I have 
nothing to add. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, that is all. Anvthing 
further? 

8501 Mr. Moore: Yes, I would like to ask one question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, go right ahead. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know what the order of the 
Governor was in substance? Perhaps I will rephrase it. 
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What was ordered by the Governor, in substance ’ 

8502 A. That the Bethlehem Steel Mills should be closed 
at midnight Saturday night and remain closed until 

further orders, to the best of my knowledge that was wha: 
was ordered. 

Q. Now, was anything else covered by the order? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, the order or 
edict of the Governor is already in evidence, I don't see the 
necessity for having this witness— 

Mr. Moore: All right, I accept that, but the questions 
have been— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t see— 

Mr. Moore: The questions have been based upon tha: 
fact. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I disagree with Mr. Shawe, 
I think Mr. Moore’s question was a proper one, unless you 
want to withdraw it? 

Mr. Moore: No, I don’t want to withdraw it. I would 
like to have the record show in this connection exactly 
what the Governor’s order was, only in substance, I mean 
it can be said in two words— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is the document which 
is in evidence the complete order or is there anything fur¬ 
ther? You might simplify matters. . 

Mr. Moore: Well, the document that is in evidence is 
not the complete order as stated by Dr. Nicely lx* 

8503 cause as the order will show it doesn’t specify the 
time. That was an order that was given to his of¬ 
ficers to carry out there. It was a part of the order bu 
not as specified in the written document. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, might I inquire of as¬ 
sembled counsel whether it would be possible to get any 
further orders? I think we should have them to complete 1 
the record on that. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know whether my associates have 
assembled any or not, but if there is anything of course wo 
will get it. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, my information is that the 1 
order that T brought here is the order and the complete 1 
order and edict of the Governor. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I know that that is not true, so that 
that— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if there is anything' fur¬ 
ther the record should certainly contain it. 

Mr. Moore: My memory is—it is six months, it is like 
Dr. Nicely, it is six months ago,—that Colonel Janeway was 
sent here and given special instructions and that those 
special instructions he stated came from the Governor, 
and that he delivered those instructions. Now, whether 
they were in writing or whether they were oral I don’t 
know, but I think there were some written instruc- 

8504 tions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I would assume as much. 
I think the pending question is proper if this witness knows 
the answer to it. I will overrule the objection. Do you 
have the question? 

The Witness: May I have the question? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I wanted to know what the order 
was, in substance—now you have stated to us that it di¬ 
rected that the mills of the company here be closed. A. Yes. 

Q. Now, did it direct anything else? A. I never saw a 
copy of the order. 

Q. Well, then, may I ask you this question: Was martial 
law declared in Johnstown at the time of the Hood in 1936? 
Mr. Shawe: Objected to, Mr. Examiner, it is immaterial. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I think it was. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember how it was, how 
the people were notified of that, if they were notified of a 
declaration of martial law? 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I object to that question as too broad, 
Mr. Examiner: let’s find out how this man was notified. 
He can’t testify how all the people were notified. 

Mr. Moore: Well, he has not testified that he was noti¬ 
fied, he hasn’t testified anything more than that he believed 
it was, and I want to find out what the basis of his 

8505 belief is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T think he can answer. 

The Witness: Mv remembrance is that the order came 

* 

to the Burgess and from the Burgess to the people during 
the flood, if I recall correctly. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

8506 Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have anything 
further? 
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Mr. Shawe: No, I have nothing further, Mr. Examine 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Thank vou vei 

* 

much. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I have not another witness 
here, I arranged with him that I would give him twenty 
minutes notice, and— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He will come just as we a 
leaving here. 

Mr. Moore: He will get here just as we are leavii 
tonight. I suggest that you will excuse us for not havir 
a witness ready now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Moore: And adjourn until tomorrow morning? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, tomorrow mornin 
Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion ensued off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. At 9 o’clocik 
tomorrow morning. 

(Witness excused.) 

(Whereupon, at 5:15 o’clock p. m., February 2nd, 193 
the hearing was adjourned to 9:00 o’clock a. m., Februai) 
3rd, 1938.) 
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4 ‘Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170]’. 
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Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Thursday, February 3, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., an^l 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, dc 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 
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8510 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Geis, will you take the stand, please? 

Carl Geis a witness called by and on behalf of the Re¬ 
spondents, having been duly sworn, was examined and tes¬ 
tified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Geis, will you give your name 
to the reporter, please, and spell your first name and last 
name, please? A. Carl Geis, spelt with a C, C-a-r-1 and 
G-e-i-s. 

Q. Where do you reside, Mr. Geis? A. 504 Tioga Street. 
Q. Is that in the city of Johnstown? A. Not yet. 

Q. Where is it? A. Westmont. 

Q. In Westmont? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Geis, that “not vet” had 
a prophetic sound to it. 

The Witness: Yes, we hope to have it in Johnstown 
before long. 

8511 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Why did you say “not yet”? 
A. I said that, it may be beside the point, because 

that is one of the programs we are working on at present, 
the annexation program. 

Q. That is the consolidation of the city of Johnstown 
and the boroughs? A. That is right. 

Q. What is your occupation or business? A. I am in 
the furniture business, retail furniture. 

Q. Where is your business located? A. Clinton Street. 
Clinton and Main Streets, Johnstown. 

Q. Do you know, Mr. Geis, when the strike among the 
employees of Johnstown was called? A. May I be per¬ 
mitted just a word of explanation? 

8512 Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

The Witness: In order to make my position clear 

here? 

I haven’t a very good recollection for dates. I haven’t 
trained myself for that, but I have trained myself to re¬ 
member main trends and what I consider important things. 
In other words, in my business I can remember every fig¬ 
ure, so that exact dates sometimes escape me and I believe 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4401 


it is also fair to, in further explanation, to explain that] my 
family has been in this town for a hundred years, exacftly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Geis— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t mean to interrupt ^ou, 
but I think Mr. Moore’s question was really quite a sin:pie 
one, whether or not you loiew when the strike occurred? 

The Witness: I believe it was on June 11th, that it |vas 
called. 

Mr. Rose: Did you rule on my motion, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. What is 
the difference? Suppose a man does say something that 
is not exactly apropos, it does no particular harm, and 
there is no necessitv for striking everv statement that a 
man makes, even though it is not entirely respon- 

8513 sive. There is no jury here. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us whether you 
were active during the strike with reference to any mat¬ 
ters relating to it? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. Whai; is 
meant bv 44 active”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you tell the witness 
more or less what you had in mind by the word 4 4 active ”, 
Mr. Moore, and then I think his answer will be more en¬ 
lightening, probably. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When did you first take any action, 
if you did take action, after the strike was called, with inf¬ 
erence to the strike? A. On Sunday, when Dr. Stanton 
called and asked whether I -would attend a meeting at |he 
Fort Stanwix Hotel of a small group. 

Q. What did Dr. Stanton say to you at that time? A. 
That it was, that the meeting was called to discuss the 
strike situation, with the idea of arriving, if possible, at 
a decision as to whether there was anything, any action 
we should take. 

Q. You mean, 44 we”— A. This group whom he was call¬ 
ing together. 

8514 O. Did you go to the conference? A. I did. 

Q. Will you tell us who were present at the con¬ 
ference beside yourself? A. Dr. Stanton was there, I am 
certain; Mr. Heckman, that is S. H. Heckman, James Fos¬ 
ter, I believe, George Fiig, I believe, and Lawrence Canip- 
bell, I believe. 
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8515 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Reporter, would you 
mind repeating that last group, please, just the 

names. 

(The reporter repeated the last statement as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

The Witness: And Mr. Martin was there also. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, that was the Sunday after¬ 
noon meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. You said, I believe, at the Fort Stanwix Hotel? A. 
That is right. 

Q. About what time did you meet there? A. I don’t re¬ 
call exactly, I believe it was about two o’clock. 

Q. It was in the afternoon? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, now, can you tell us anything about that meeting 
or conference, what was said or done? A. We were hoping 
that we could— 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

The Witness: It was said, I don’t recall just by whom, 
that naturally the issues weren’t any concern of ours, that 
is, the question as to whether there was to be a union or 
whether there was not to be a union. We had no 

8516 interest in that at all, that was a matter entirely be¬ 
tween Bethlehem Steel and their employees, and 

that as long as the strike was conducted properly on both 

sides, that we had no right to take any steps whatever. 

That is what was said, I know that I made that statement 

mvself. 

•> 

We tried to see Governor Earle, who was at that time 
reported to be in Johnstown. We waited some time and 
then I believe Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Evans came in and said 
that the Governor had left, so that the meeting adjourned 
without having taken any definite action. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Ellicott or Mr. Evans in 
any way participate in your conference? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as calling 
for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us what thev did or 
what they said when they came in. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4403 


The Witness: They just came in, I don’t know who had 
called them, but they came in and stated that the Governor 
had left, so we adjourned our meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was that all they said? A. To! the 
best of my knowledge, yes. 

Q. You said, or indicated, that somebody called thenl or 
may have called them; do you know whether that was true 
or not? 

8517 Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examinejr. 
Mr. Moore: What is the objection on that? 

Mr. Rose: Well, he has indicated that he had no knowl¬ 
edge at that time. 

Mr. Moore: Well, if that be true— 

Mr. Rose: He told us what was said. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think the record shows that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did any one call them as I far 
as you know? 

The Witness: I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know how they hap¬ 
pened to come to your meeting? 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you attend any other confer¬ 
ences or meetings on that day with reference to the strike, 

if anv were held? A. No. 

% 

Q. Had you prior to that time been about the gate^ 
the plant or plants of Bethlehem Steel Company after 
strike began? A. That was on the evening, or the morn 
when it began, the evening, I believe, I was there, the G} 
tier Mill, Gautier Gate. 

Q. Do you remember in particular anything that jvas 
said or done by Mr. Stanton at that meeting at the E 
Stanwix? A. No, sir, I do not. 

8518 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Coming to Monday, were jany 
meetings held of citizens, which you attended? 


Yes. 

Q. Will you tell us what the meeting was? A. It was 
meeting Monday night at the Elks, of a larger group. 

Q. How did you know about the meeting? A. I was n 
bed by ’phone, I don’t recall by whom, I believe it was 
Stanton or Lawrence Campbell. 

Q. Do you remember what was said to you at the time 


the person who talked to you on the ’phone? A. The 


of 

the 

au- 


ort 


A. 

the 

oti- 

Dr. 

by 
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Mayor’s proclamation had appeared that morning in the 
Democrat— 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. I move 
to strike as not responsive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

Mr. Moore: What is the objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question and 
answer as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I assume that goes 
out by consent, that answer. 

Mr. Moore: I beg your pardon? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say, do you consent to that 
part of the answer going out? 

8519 Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t see the reason for strik¬ 
ing it out. 

The Witness: It is my fault, anyway. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am not sure that you 
read the answer. 

Mr. Moore: He started to explain how he or why he 
happened to attend the meeting, what was said to him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, your question asked him 
whether anyone said anything to him on the ’phone, what 
the message was, as I recall it, then he started talking 
about the Mayor. Suppose we take that out. 

Mr. Moore: All right, it may go out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then, read the question again. 
Mr. Geis, keep it in mind. 

The Witness: Yes. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In substance, Mr. Geis, is all we 
expect you to remember. A. He said, “Did you see the 
Mayor’s proclamation which appeared in the Democrat”— 
is the first tiling that was said, and I explained that I had. 
Then he said it was felt that a larger meeting was advis¬ 
able. I believe the newspaper also reported violence and 
that in view of that, it would be, it was felt advisable 

8520 to get a larger group together and asked whether 
I would attend, and I said I would. 
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Q. And that conversation was the place and hour speci¬ 
fied? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where was that? A. At the Elks home, and I have 
forgotten exactly the hour. It was that evening. 

Q. Well now, you— 

Mr. "Moore: It strikes me as an awful nuisance, Mr. 
Examiner. I have got an exhibit here—off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a short discussion ensued off the recorld, 
after which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you read in the paper the morn¬ 
ing of June 14th, Mr. Geis, the article or statement, or 
whatever we will call it, to which reference had been made 
as the President’s proclamation? A. I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the Mayor’s, ydu 
said President. 

Mr. Moore: I mean the Mayor’s proclamation— 
8521 excuse me. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I show you Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 112 and ask you if you will look at that and tell me 
whether that is the article, story, to which you referrel 
as the Mayor’s proclamation? 

Mr. Rose: Well now, Mr. Examiner, I don’t like to in¬ 
terrupt, but do I understand the question to be whether 
this is what he read as the Mayor’s proclamation? 

Mr. Moore: Will you read the question, please, Mr. Re|- 
porter? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: The previous question was whether he 
had—don’t take this— 

(Thereupon Mr. Moore made a statement off the record.' 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) And, did you understand at the? 
time from the conversation of Mr. Campbell or Mr. Stan¬ 
ton, with you over the telephone, that this was the procla¬ 
mation or article to which reference was made? A. Uh 
huh. 
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Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, he has 
told us what was said, he told us what he read. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Mr. Moore: What was it you said in your state- 

8522 ment ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What statement, yours? 
Mr. Moore: No, yours. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I said it may stand. 

The Reporter: The "witness said, “Uh, huh.” 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think you could take it as yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You intended to answer the ques¬ 
tion as yes, did you not? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you attend a meeting at the Elks Club? A. I did. 
Q. That evening? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you tell us in your own words, going into as much 
detail as you wish, what was said at that meeting; perhaps 
you might tell us some of the people who were there, first 
what was said, what was done, what, if anything, you said 
or what you did, giving as much of a picture as you can of 
the meeting. 

8523 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Geis, might I sug¬ 
gest that you just take your time and start back at 

the beginning of the meeting and do not feel that you have 

got to rush through this, just take your time, think about 

it carefullv before vou answer. 

* 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You can tell us why you went, as 
far as I am concerned, what your interests were. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s have him tell us 
what he first saw, or what he saw first, and what he heard 
and did. 

Mr. Moore: Well, can’t we have the whole picture? 
The man savs he has lived here a hundred vears, or his 
people have lived here a hundred years. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you as old as that, Mr. 
Geis? 

The Witness: Off the record, no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn’t think you looked quite 
that old. 

Mr. Moore: I changed it, his family have been here 
more than a hundred years, or a hundred years. We have 
a right to see what it is that the thing was from his point 
of view. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is what we wduld 
like to get, I am sure, Mr. Geis, you will help us out as 
much as possible. Just go ahead, Mr. Geis. 

8524 The Witness: Well, in explanation of my qwn 
actions— 

Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, tell us— 

The Witness: You want— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you saw atad 
heard. 

Mr. Moore: Can’t we have the motivating— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Maybe we will have the wit¬ 
ness tell us what he saw and heard and did, and it will wo rk 
out better that way, possibly. 

Mr. Moore: We are trying to get the mental attitude. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. Let’s have fifst 
what he did and what he said, and possibly at the end jve 
can discover what his mental attitude was. I think that 
is a more orderly way of doing. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

The Witness: The meeting opened when the Mayor ar¬ 
rived. Dr. Stanton opened the meeting and referred 10 , 
I believe, the fact that violence had begun and to tpe 
Mayor’s proclamation which I have just read, and th^n 
called on the Mayor. 

The Mayor restated in substance what that proclama¬ 
tion states. He explained that he had taken an oath of 
office which he intended to uphold to the best of his abilitv, 
that he felt it was not the province of the City Goy- 

8525 ernment to take sides in the issue, that the City Gov¬ 
ernment was concerned only with the maintenance 

of law and order, and it was the purpose of the City Gov¬ 
ernment to see that the men who wanted to strike woul J 
be protected in that right, and that the men who wante 
to work would be protected in that right, and that he woul 
to the best of his ability see that those which he consid¬ 
ered his obligations would be lived up, and I don’t recall 
whether Mr. Heckman was called next, but Mr. Heckma^i 
did speak and explained that we had no right whatever to 
take sides in the question, but that he felt that the citizen^ 
should take a definite stand in favor of the maintenance 
of law and order and that we should all counsel moderation 
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as much as possible, to the end that that might prevent any 
further violence. 

I don’t recall who else spoke. I left before the meeting 
was over. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember whether or not 
Mr. Heckman said anything about any conference or con¬ 
ferences that he had previously had? A. He did, I had for¬ 
gotten that, he mentioned that he talked to—perhaps that 
is a mis-statement—he mentioned that he had, whether he 
had been in a conference or that he had talked with Mr. 
Watkins, I don’t recall, but that he, the gist of the matter 
was that Mr. Watkins had stated that he could not 

8526 be responsible for any violence 'which might occur, 
that he could not control violence and I believe that 

Mr. Heckman said that Mr. Watkins finally said that he 
would make an effort to control violence. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not Mr. Heckman said 
where he had seen Mr. Watkins, and when? A. I do not. 

Q. Well, now, will you go ahead and tell us whether any 
others spoke at that Monday evening meeting, and if so, 
who? A. I believe I left before any one else spoke, I was 
obliged to leave early. 

Q. Do you remember whether the meeting had organized 
by electing a chairman before you left? A. Yes, they had 
set up or elected a temporary chairman, Francis Martin, 
that had been done before I left. 

Q. Had Mr. Martin made any statement to the meeting 
before you left? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember that? A. It was a short statement, 
and I don’t recall exactly what he said. 

Q. Did any one other than Mr. Heckman make any state¬ 
ment at that meeting with reference to a conference 

8527 with or conversations with Mr. David Watkins? A. 
Not that I recall. 

Q. Did you ever hear of any meetings, any meeting or 
meetings, that were held on Sunday, June 13th, other than 
the one which you and a few others had at the Fort Stan- 
wix Hotel? A. I heard of another meeting, I believe the 
Governor was in town and I believe that Mr. Ellicott and 
Mr. Evans had talked to him and that the Mayor had talked 
to him that Sunday, but— 
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Q. Did you hear of any other meeting at any time during 
the day, either during the afternoon or evening? A. 
Well, I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Meeting as to what, Mr. Moor^? 

Mr. Moore: Relating to the strike. 

The Witness: I don’t recall of any, no, sir. 

8528 Q. Do you remember whether Mr. Stanton, who 
said, ‘ 4 Open the meeting”, I believe, stayed through¬ 
out the meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which meeting? 

Mr. Moore: I mean the meeting of June 14th in title 
evening at the Elks Club? 

The Witness: That was the Monday evening. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Monday? 

Mr. Moore: I— 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. He sa}d 
he wasn’t there through the whole meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question aj 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Well, I will withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Whether Mr. Stanton left the meet¬ 
ing before you left it? A. I believe he did. 

Q. Do you remember of his making any statement as tb 
where he was going, why it was necessary for him to leav> 
the meeting early? A. No, I don’t recall. 

Mr. Moore: I am trying, Mr. Examiner, to refer to 
meeting which I am quite sure the witness has heard ofl. 
I can’t do it without leading him. 

8529 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is all right. 

The Witness: You are—may I ask a question 1 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

The Witness: You stated whether, you asked whetheif 
T had heard of any meeting relating to the strike? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On Sunday. 

The Witness: On Sunday? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

The Witness: I am very closely associated with the 
American Legion and I knew that they had some sort ofj 
meeting at the Legion Home, but that wasn’t a strike meet¬ 
ing or had no connection with the strike, to the best of my 
knowledge. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well— A. There was some sort of 
meeting there. 

Q. Are you a member of the American Legion? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Are you an official of it? A. I am a Past Commander 
of the Legion. 

Q. Well now, did Mr. Heckman refer to a meeting at the 
American Legion when he was speaking that evening at 
the Elks Club? 

Mr. Rose: I think the witness has answered that ques¬ 
tion. 

The Witness: I don’t recall that. 

8530 Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t recall he has an¬ 
swered it. Go ahead. 

The Witness: I don’t recall that. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, you were starting to give 
us your particular reasons for being especially interested, 
and the Examiner wished to have you tell us what hap¬ 
pened at the meeting. 

Will you now tell us? 

Mr. Rose: Well now, I object to that, Mr. Examiner, as 
incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial. He has told us 
what was said to him before he went to the meeting, how he 
happened to go to the meeting and he has given us his recol¬ 
lection of what occurred at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think— 

Mr. Rose: I think that is the best evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is true, but where you are 
dealing with motives and reasons, sometimes you, of neces¬ 
sity, in order to get a picture at all, must let a man tell 
what impelled him to do certain things. The suggestion I 
made before was, first, let’s find out what he did and then 
let the witness tell what his reasons were. 

Mr. Rose: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be that those reasons 
at times of any particular witness, may conflict with his ac¬ 
tions, but at the same time, in order to complete the 

8531 picture, I think it is appropriate. Particularly, 
there is no jury here, there isn’t any question of in* 

fluence. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you go ahead, Mr. Geis, and 
give us the whole picture? 

Mr. Rose: Well now, I object to that. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, not the whole 
Mr. Moore, as I understand it you are— 

Mr. Moore: Well, what I want, this man isn’t going 
give us volumes. I want to get him— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I mean you have two 
tions there, the first question was his reasons. 

Mr. Moore: I meant, when I say the picture, I 
in response to the question that I asked,—give us as 
detail as he wishes to. What I want to get at is what 
the motivating force so far as this man was 
that led him to do what he did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean up to this point 
do you want to take him through the rest of the things 
he did and then—I am wondering whether— 

Mr. Rose: Well now— 

Mr. Moore: I rather it be told here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Rose: Well now, Mr. Examiner, this witness his 
told us that he went to a meeting, his recollection 
8532 of a meeting, and he has told us how he happened to 
go to the meeting. Now, I don’t know what el^e 
could be added to that, except to talk about matters con¬ 
cerning which this witness has given no testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead. 

The Witness: Answer! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: We have taken a very active part in 
everything that is, or in every catastrophe— 

Mr. Rose: Well now, I object to “we”. 

The Witness: My family has taken an active part i^i 
every movement that we felt was for the good of Johns¬ 
town during the last hundred years. We have had a num¬ 
ber of catastrophes, we have gone through them, we have 
tried to help the town out. Everything we own in the worl3 
is in this town. We were here before there were any in¬ 
dustries, and it may interest you to know that at the pres¬ 
ent moment one of my brothers and I are actively working 
for flood control, and at the same time, that is at the pres¬ 
ent moment, two brothers and I are working on this annex¬ 
ation program. 

My roots are very deep in this town and it seems to m^ 
that it is relevant in order to establish the fact that w^ 
have, my family has always tried to do things for the good 
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of this town and has never refused, to the best of 

8533 my knowledge, to help in anything that was for the 
good of the town. That was the point I wanted to 

make. 

This is my home town, it is the home town of my father 
and my grandfather and I will go to the bat for that town 
any day. 

Mr. Rose: Now, I move to strike out, Mr. Examiner; it 
is all immaterial, irrelevant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now then, if you have told us all 
about the Monday, and you remember it, Mr. Geis, will 
you tell us what if anything happened in so far as you were 
concerned on Tuesday, June 15th, with reference to the 
strike here? A. I can’t be positive. I believe that on Tues¬ 
day, Lawrence Campbell called and explained that Mr. Mar¬ 
tin had been instructed to appoint an Executive Committee 
of the Citizens’ Committee, that the Citizens’ Committee 
was too large and unwieldly, and it was necessary to have 
a smaller committee that could act more quickly and could 
be brought together more quickly, and to ask whether I 
would serve on this Citizens’ Committee—this Executive 
Committee, and I said I would. I am not positive whether 
we had our first meeting on Tuesday or Wednesday. It 
was one of those two days. 

8534 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, your doubt, as I un¬ 
derstand it is only as to the date? A. The date on 

which the first meeting was held, yes. 

Q. And also the doubt on which the call came from Mr. 
Campbell to which you have just referred? A. I believe 
that call came on Tuesday. 

Q. But, you are sure of the telephone conversation, you 
are sure about that? A. I am. 

Q. The only doubt is with reference to the date, as I un¬ 
derstand? A. That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is that? 

The Witness: I said, “That is correct.” 

8535 Q. Did you agree to act on the— A. I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me—go ahead. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Moore) Did you act on the committee? A. I 
did. 
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Q. Were you here in Johnstown during that week of June 
13th and during the following week? A. All during both 
weeks. 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t hear the answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, do you remember attending the 
first meeting of the Executive Committee after your ap¬ 
pointment. had been made? A. Yes, I do. 

Q. Do you remember where that meeting was held? A. 
It was in Mr. Campbell’s office, in the Swank Building, Mr 
Campbell’s office. 

Q. Can you tell us who were at that meeting beside your¬ 
self? A. Mr. Martin, Mr. Fiig, Mr. Heckman, Mr. Camp¬ 
bell and I was there. 

Q. At that time, were there any other members of the 
Executive Committee? A. Not active members, at 

8536 one time Mr. D. C. Thomas attended two or three 
meetings and I don’t recall exactly, I think his middle 

initial is C. 

Q. You don’t remember whether or not he was actually 
a member? A. At the first meeting. I don’t believe that 
he was actually a member, he was more or less an observer. 

Q. So that then, as I understand you, at first there were 
only five members of the Executive Committee, is that right 1 
A. That’s correct. 

Q. Were any other members added later? A. Yes. 

Q. Who were they? A. Robert Waters and Dr. John 
Stanton. 

Q. Well, now, tell us as well as you remember what took 
place, what was done, what was said at that first meeting 
of the Executive Committee ? A. It was, well, the first busi¬ 
ness was organization and then some discussion as to just 
what our function should be, and Mr. Campbell was in¬ 
structed to call Sidney Evans and ask if he would give us 
some information as to the status of the strike. Mr. Evans 
came to the meeting, reported that their operations were 
steadily building, but that the falure to persuade the men 
to, or at least the majority of the men to, remain 

8537 away from work -was resulting in considerable vio¬ 
lence and intimidation, particularly threats in the 




4414 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

homes, against the homes, and he stated that he felt, or they 
felt, the Bethlehem Steel felt, that it might be necessary for 
this committee to have some money. 

They might have to make an appeal at some time and that 
Bethlehem Steel had always contributed in the past, had 
contributed after the flood, contributed to every Community 
Chest and that they were willing to contribute up to, I be¬ 
lieve, $25,000. for the maintenance of law and order in this 
community. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, will you read that 
question and answer, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank vou. 

* 

The Witness: Also, I believe it was at that meeting, now 
there again there may be a confusion of dates, but I be¬ 
lieve it was at that meeting that we talked over this first 
advertisement. We either talked it over or okayed it, I have 
forgotten which, but there was something said at that meet¬ 
ing about the first advertisement which appeared in the 
Johnstown papers. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember when that 
8538 first advertisement appeared? A. Not definitely, it 
was Wednesday or Thursday, I believe. 

Q. I show you Board Exhibit 47-A, and ask you whether 
that is the advertisement which you refer to; perhaps if I 
also show you at the same time 48-A, it might help you. 

(Board’s Exhibits 47-A and 48-A were passed to the wit¬ 
ness.) 

A. I am not sure which was first— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This one here (pointing). 

The Witness: This was the advertisement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 47-A. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) 47-A appeared in what newspaper? 
A. I believe in both Johnstown papers, the Democrat and 
the Tribune. 

Q. And that is of what date? A. That is June 16th. 

Q. Well, now, does that help you to remember as to 
whether or not that advertisement was discussed at your 
meeting? A. I believe it was. 
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Q. And if so, what the discussion w r as, that is, what I 
want to get at is whether the discussion was with ref<jjr- 

it 


8539 


e- 

it 


A. 


ence to what the ad. should be or what it was aftei 
had been inserted in the newspaper? A. It couldn't 
have been with respect to this one because this 4d. 
had already appeared. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 47-A? 

The Witness: That had already appeared. May I acid 
here that every advertisement appears in both papers nqw 
in Johnstown, that is the set-up. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, then, tell me whether or not v<|)u 
think that the discussion with reference to the advertis 
ment was with reference to the second one? A. I believe 
was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That would be 48-A? 

The Witness: That would be the one. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Which appeared on what date? 

On June 17th. 

Q. Which was Thursday, is that right— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose: May I interrupt? I don’t recall whether tlie 
time or the approximate of this meeting has been fixed. 

Mr. Moore: I was just coming to that, the next questioji. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Geis, do the dates on tho* 
two papers in which appear those exhibits 47-A and 48-A 
refresh your memory at all, so that you can fix the day o' 
which the first meeting of the Executive Committe 
8540 was held? A. I am not positive, but I believe w 
held that first meeting on Tuesday, I know that 

Q. Could that have been true with the one paper alread 
printed? A. No, this— 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question, I ha vie 
no objection to the fixing of the time, but that is, I thin 
that the form of the question is bad. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that may be impropei 
suppose you rephrase that. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you look again at the dates, ijf 
you don’t have them in mind, of the two papers ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Might I add, Mr. Geis, look no 
only at the dates but recall, think of the days of the week| 
and that might recall the situation to you. 

The Witness: Yes. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) What day of the week was the 16th! 
A. The 16th was Wednesday. 

Q. Therefore, the 17th must have been— A. Thursday. 

Q. Thursday ? A. Yes, it is true, I believe, that our first 
meeting was on Tuesday and that we had decided at that 
meeting that the Executive Committee would meet every 
day without call. 

8541 Q. You spoke of Mr. Evans’ statement as to con¬ 
tributions, did Mr. Evans fix the limit of $25,000? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to, Mr. Examiner. I believe the 
witness has given us the conversation or what Mr. Evans 
said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did Mr. Evans say any¬ 
thing further than what you have stated? 

The Witness: He did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you tell us that, please? 

The Witness: He said that if more were interested, it 
could be taken up, it might be referred to the Bethlehem 
Steel for their consideration and, as I recall it, he defi¬ 
nitely specified that this contribution was for the mainten¬ 
ance of law and order. 

Q. (Br Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Evans stay throughout 
your meeting? A. He staved a verv short time, then he 
left. 

Q. Now, you have stated that you decided to have a meet¬ 
ing every day without call; did you have any meeting on 
Thursday, June 17th, if you remember? A. Well, that— 

Q. Or did you have any meeting on the next day after? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think Mr. Moore’s amendment # 
to the question clears it. 

8542 The Witness: Ma-v I hear that? 

Mr. Moore: I didn’t intend to give the date be¬ 
cause the witness has said he doesn’t remember the dates, 
and I don’t want to try to confuse him, 1 don’t want him 
confused because of dates. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) But you know the date you had 
your first meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, what I am trying to find out is whether you did 
have a meeting the next day, and if so, what it was and 
where it was and what was done? A. I believe that Mr. 
Evans appeared at the Wednesday meeting, and after he 
left we discussed the question of a larger meeting which had 
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been, I believe, suggested at the Sunday night meeting 
I left. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Geis, may I interrupt 
The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You sav that you believe 
Mr. Evans appeared at the Wednesday meeting? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean that as a 
rection or addition to what you previously said when 
thought it was the Tuesday meeting? 

The Witness: I didn’t say that I thought that Mr. 
appeared at the Tuesday meeting— 

8543 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I understand 
to say the first meeting was when it was. 

The Witness: The first meeting, but I thought that 1 

stated that Mr. Evans was there at the Wednesdav 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

The Witness: 1 mean we first talked about the W 
day meeting, and J added that T thought that Tuesday 
our first meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

The Witness: But I hadn’t finished with the Wednesday 
meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Would you go ahead with that, 
then? A. We discussed the larger meeting which had been 
proposed. I say after I left the Monday night meeting, 
that is, we decided that Friday, which was the date which 
had been originally set, was too far away and that Wednes¬ 
day, and that if it were possible to secure the auditorium 
and to get the meeting together, we would hold that meet¬ 
ing Thursday. 

Q. Why did you say too far away, or why was it too far 
away? A. We felt that it was necessary to act quickly. 

Q. Do 1 understand, then, that you now state definitely 
that it was at a Wednesday meeting of vour coin- 

8544 mittee that Mr. Evans appeared at the request of the 
committee? A. To the best of my knowledge, yes, 

sir. 

Q. And made the statement to which you have testified 
before? A. I believe that’s correct. 

Q. Was a meeting, a larger meeting, held? A. It was Dn 
Thursday night. 




4418 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. And where? A. In the High School auditorium. 

Q. Did you attend that meeting? A. I did. 

Q. Will you tell us what took place there as you remem¬ 
ber it? A. Mr. Martin introduced the Mayor. 

Q. Mr. Martin presided, then? A. Yes, and the Mayor 
talked. Practically, lie reiterated what he had said before. 
Trial Examiner Bloom : You mean at the other meeting? 
The Witness: At the other meeting and stated that they 
were doing their best to give everybody the rights to which 
he was entitled and to maintain order in the community. 
Then I believe that Mr. Andrews spoke next. 

Mr. Andrews stated that he had been a friend of organ¬ 
ized labor for years, that he had been a friend of organized 
labor in the old days when an organizer wasn't even 

8545 allowed to set foot in a town, that is a company min¬ 
ing town, that he had championed their cause at that 

time and that he was still a friend of organized labor, but 
that he felt that in this case they were wrong. 

He said that they, he felt they didn’t have enough mem¬ 
bers here to make a strike, that is, the union did not, to 
make a strike effective, that, as a matter of fact, he had been 
assured by one of the labor leaders and I have forgotten, I 
believe it was Mr. Watkins, that there would be no strike 
called in Johnstown for some time because of the fact that 
Johnstown had been so hard hit by the flood and that 
whether a strike was called in Johnstown, or when it was 
called in Johnstown, it would be called also with the other 
communities in which Bethlehem has plants. 

8546 He stated that he felt the calling of a strike here 
was a breach of faith, that it was a technical error 

on the part of the people responsible, and that he thought 
it was a monumental injustice to Johnstown, because Johns¬ 
town had already suffered so much, and a strike called only 
in the Johnstown plant might cause Bethlehem Steel to 
shift orders to other plants, which would, in the last analy¬ 
sis, be a blow aimed at Johnstown and Johnstown only. For 
that reason he felt that, he said he was not in favor of the 
action of the CIO in this case. 

Then, there was resolution presented by my brother— 
Mr. Rose: May we have the name? 

The Witness: I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Rose: You said, “Your brother.” 
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The Witness: Frank Geis. I can’t give you the exact 
wording of that resolution, but that was adopted as nearly 
as we could tell, unanimously, and I believe that Dr. Nicely 
reported that a committee of which he had been a member 
had fulfilled its, and performed the work for which th 
committee had been appointed, and he asked that they ^e 
discharged, and on motion, T believe, they were discharge! 
Then, the representative, Clare Hoffman, I believe that 


is 

it, representative Hoffman first complimented the citizens 
of Johnstown on their stand, and then went into a 

8547 long talk about Communism, claiming that a great 
many of the leaders of the CIO at that time had been 

ejected from the United Mine Workers, years before by Mi- 
Lewis, because of Communistic leanings and a lot more to 
that effect. 

I don’t remember evervthing that Mr. Hoffman said. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Does that complete your an¬ 
swer, Mr. Geis! 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore! 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That was Thursday! A. Yes. 

Q. Well now, will you take up Friday and tell us whkt 
if anything happened regarding the strike, so far as you 
were concerned, on that day! You had a meeting of voijr 
committee. Tell us about it. A. Friday we met and w 
had been— 

Q. You mean by “we”, your committee! A. Our com¬ 
mittee. We had gotten word,—I don’t know from wlnjt 
source—that Burgess Sewak of Franklin had requested 
that the State Police be withdrawn to observing distance, 
that is, that they be taken away from the picket line. 

Mr. Rose: Well now, I don’t understand, Mr. Examine 
Is this what somebody said! 

8548 Trial Examiner Bloom: You better fix the tirnle 
and the place of it, Mr. Moore, it will be very vague 

in the record otherwise. 

Mr. Moore: He said on Friday, he said. 

The Witness: On Friday. 

Mr. Moore: We want to fix the next day after the ThuH 
day meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, where all this too|c 
place. 
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Mr. Moore: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Where was the meeting, Mr. Geis, 
and tell us about it? A. At Mr. Campbell’s office in the 
Swank Building. 

Q. About what time of the day was it? A. It was in the 
morning, 9 or 9:30, I have forgotten exactly. 

Q. Now, will you go ahead and tell us about Burgess 
Sewak? 

Mr. Rose: May we know who was there? 

The Witness: The Executive Committee, the same peo¬ 
ple. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us the persons present 
—apparently we have got to keep naming them. A. I don’t 
remember. 

Q. I mean, of your committee. A. Oh, now, Mr. Martin 
was there, Mr. Campbell was there, Mr. Fiig was 

8549 there, Mr. Heckman was there, and I was there. 

Q. In other words; your full committee? A. The 
full committee was there. 

Q. All right, go ahead. A. We discussed this rumor and 
decided to ask Burgess Sewak to meet with us in order that 
we might either substantiate it or disapprove it. 

Q. He was the Burgess of what? A. Of Franklin Boro. 
Mr. Sewak did—we had some difficulty locating him, but he 
linally did. 

Q. What did you do about locating him, did you try to 
locate him yourself? A. I went to Franklin myself and left 
word at the Municipal Building when 1 couldn’t locate Mr. 
Sewak, and I went back to the meeting. I don’t recall 
exactly what time we did finally meet Mr. Sewak, but it was 
that day. He explained that he was in a hurry, because he 
had to go to Pittsburgh that afternoon. We asked him 
whether he had made such a request and he was evasive. 
Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Meaning by such request— A. Beg 
pardon? 

Mr. Rose: 1 move to strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, “evasive” may go out. 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, they have interrupted 

8550 you. What did you mean by such request, you asked 
Burgess— A. A request that the State Police be 

withdrawn from the picket line to observing distance. 
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Q. Now, will you state what— A. Mr. Sewak made no 
direct or definite answer to that question, but he brought up 
the charge that— he made a statement that Bethlehem Steel 
had imported strikebreakers. We immediately took that 
up, because we felt we were just as much interested in one 
side as in the other, and— 

Mr. Rose: I object to what he felt. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Mr. Rose: He may give us what he said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T will let it stand. 

The Witness: We asked Burgess Sewak whether he 
could get us the names of any these strikebreakers or get 
us any definite information that would show that there were 
strikebreakers. He changed his statement then and made 
the statement “a strikebreaker.” We asked that he get 
us the name of that strikebreaker that B'cthlehem Steel had 
imported and lie said he felt he could, that he had to leave 
about that time, but that he would get that name and call 
Mr. Campbell when he got back from Pittsburgh. He never 
called Mr. Campbell. We tried to get the name from him 
later, but we were never able to do that. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Had anything been said at that 
meeting as to how Mr. Burgess Sewak had made the 
8551 request to which you referred, whether he made it 
to one man or another, whether he had been any¬ 
where in connection with it? A. I believe it was, that we 
had understood that he had gone to Harrisburg to make 
the request. I am not positive about that. We got no defi¬ 
nite answer from him. 

Q. Well now, was anything said, any request made of 
Burgess Sewak to do anything other than look up the nan e 
of the strikebreaker, and furnish it? A. None whatever, 
because we couldn’t find whether he had made this request 
or not, so the only, the way the meeting left that matter was 
just simply with the request that he give us this information 
about the strikebreaker in order that we might make an 
honest investigation of it. That was the only request we 
made of Burgess Sewak. 

Q. Does that cover the meetings which you had on th^t 
Friday, so far as you remember them now? A. I believe 
that is all, Mr. Moore. 

Q. How long do these meetings last as a rule? 
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Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, “did” in that last 
question ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, there must have been some time to 
cover, I wanted to get some idea. This witness has 

8552 testified that he had meetings every day, and— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Your question calls or 
reads as though there are still meetings. 

Mr. Moore: Did I say “ do ” ? 1 didn’t think so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is that? 

Mr. Moore: May that question be read? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I am sorry, I should have used the word 
“did”. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I am talking about the meetings you 
held during the first week. You said you had meetings 
every day after your committee was appointed. A. Prac¬ 
tically every meeting lasted the greater part of the day. 
We gave practically all of our time to that. 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t hear that, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: I said— • 

Mr. Rose: May I have the answer read? 

Mr. Moore: He will read the answer. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is, you mean to the work of the 
committee? A. That is right. 

Q. Well now, do you remember Saturday, June 19th, with 
regard to the strike? If so, will you tell us what, 

8553 if anything, happened on that day in so far as you 
were concerned regarding the strike? A. Early that 

morning Mr. Campbell either stopped at my home or 
’phoned me, I don’t recall which, and stated that word had 
been received that the CTO had called a meeting of miners 
for the following day to be held in Johnstown, at which they 
expected 40,000 men to attend, and we discussed it a little. 
The upshot of the discussion was that I explained that I 
had asked Sheriff Boyle to meet with us that day, so, on my 
way down, I stopped at Mr. Boyle’s house and he agreed to 
come down to this meeting. The exact time, I don’t recall. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4423 


v 7 e 

to 

it, 

to 

at 

ne 


I went down, went from Mr. Boyle’s house to the meeting 
of the Executive Oommitte and found, in addition to our 
regular committee, Senator Baumer. 

Q. How do you spell that name, please? A. B-a-u-m-e-r. 
And, Fred Thomas, who, I believe, is an official of the 
United Mine Workers. We explained to Mr. Thomas that 
we had no objections to the miners coming into Johnstown, 
naturally, but that we felt a gathering of that size at a time 
when the situation was as tense as it was in Johnstown, 
might result in more bloodshed, and that for that reason] it 
wasn’t wise to hold such a gathering there at that time. 1 
tried to persuade Mr. Thomas to use his influence 

8554 have this meeting either called off or postponed, b 
as I recall it, he refused to do so. 

Then he left and a short time later Mr. Boyle came 
the meeting. Now, it is my recollection that between, th 
somewhere in that period, Lawrence Campbell got a ’pho 
call from the newspaper saying that the Governor had 
clared martial law, so that when Mr. Boyle came, I belie 
we already knew that martial law had been declared, 
tried to persuade Mr. Boyle to use his influence to have the 
Governor stop this meeting of miners, and to rescind the 
martial law order, and I believe that Mr. Heckman stated 
at that meeting that if Mr. Boyle had sufficient authority Ito 
have the Governor declare martial law, he should have sujfi- 
cient authority to have the miners’ meeting called off, b|ut 
Mr. Boyle then stated that he had made the request to have 
—he stated that he made the request to the Governor that 
Mr. Ellicott’s office—made the request to the Governor 
from Mr. Ellicott’s office, that that meeting broke up, or 
rather Mr. Boyle left without our having arrived at any 
definite action. That was Saturday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you hear the last part pf 
the witness’ answer? It was rather low. 

Mr. Moore: I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said, “That was S4t- 

8555 urday.” 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, did Mr. Boyle say 
whether or not he would take any action ? A. It is my recol¬ 
lection that he did not. 

Q. Did he say anything further about the message, did 
he say that he had sent a message to the Governor? A. He 
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said he had sent a message to the Governor and, as I say, he 
stated that that message was sent from Mr. Ellicott’s office. 
We asked whether the message was for martial law, or re¬ 
quest for martial law, and I believe that Mr. Boyle said it 
was just a request for additional protection. I am not 
positive on that point. 

Q. Now, did he say why he had sent it from Mr. Ellieott’s 
office? A. I don’t recall. 

Q. Who were present at that Saturday meeting? You 
told us that, of course, you were there and Mr. Lawrence 
Campbell was there. 

Mr. Rose: He has told us that, Mr. Examiner. Do you 
want him to repeat it? If so, I have no objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you don’t recall— 
Mr. Moore: I will have it stated. 

The Witness: I have stated Senator Baumer was there. 
Whether Mr. Waters and Dr. Stanton was there at that 
time. I am not certain. 

8556 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember whether 
they were there at any time during the day ? A. Yes, 

Dr. Stanton must have been there because that afternoon 

after Mr. Boyle had left we decided that we would make an 

appeal to, I don't remember the name, it is the Mediation 

Board which had just been appointed by Mr. Roosevelt, so 

Dr. Stanton was delegated to do the job. 

He phoned from the office there to Mr. Taft at his home. 

If I am not mistaken, Mr. Taft wasn’t at his home, he was 

in another citv. Finallv Dr. Stanton located him and 

* 

explained the situation and asked whether the Mediation 
Board wouldn’t request Mr. Roosevelt to ask Governor 
Earle to rescind his order because the Mediation Commit¬ 
tee, as one of is first statements, had made a public request 
that in every case of trouble the status quo be maintained 

until thev had had a chance to mediate the case. 

% 

It was on the basis of that statement that we made our 
appeal. 

Mr. Taft said he would take it up with the other mem¬ 
bers of his committee and would call back in several hours. 

We were there at the Chamber’s office, as I remember, 
all afternoon and finally we despaired of hearing from Mr. 
Taft, so Dr. Stanton called him again and was told 

8557 by Mr. Taft that they had not organized properly 
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yet and would not take any part, or wouldn’t take any 
stand at the present moment with respect to the Johnstown 
situation. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, I would like to know whether 
the witness is stating a conversation that Dr. Stanton had 
with Mr. Taft. 

Mr. Moore: I have in mind asking a question about it, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, you said that Mr. Taft said 
certain things to Mr. Stanton, did you listen in on the tele¬ 
phone? A. No, sir. 

Q. How did you get that? A. We listened to Dr. Stan¬ 
ton’s end of the conversation and then he told us after¬ 
wards what had been said. 

Q. And what you have said is what Dr. Stanton said to 
you, reported the conversation from the other end? A. 
That’s right. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not Mr. Heckman ear¬ 
lier in the day had said anything to Mr. Boyle, Sheriff 
Boyle, while he was there? A. I believe he did state, as 
much as I remember of what Mr. Heckman said, or as 
much as— 

8058 Q. Well, you stated, if I remember correctly, that 
you arrived at Mr. Campbell’s office somewhere near 
nine or nine-thirty in the morning? A. After I left Mr. 
Boyle’s house, yes. 

Q. And did Bovle say anything to you in the morning 
when you called at his house about the matter? A. I don’t 
remember just exactly what he did say. 

Q. Does he live near you? A. Yes, I have known him 
for a good many years. 

Q. And you said that, as I understood you, the last tele¬ 
phone conversation between Mr. Stanton and Mr. Taft w^s 
later in the afternoon, does that mean you were at the 
meeting, that you had a continuous meeting all day long? 
A. We had been there, as I recall it— 

Q. All day from nine or nine-thirty until late afternoon? 
A. Yes. 

Q. What, if anything, did you do after that? A. Well— 

Q. On Saturday? 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, you mean after the meeting? 
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Mr. Moore: I mean after Mr. Stanton’s last talk with 
Mr. Taft as reported by Mr. Stanton to the meeting. 

The Witness: As far as T can recall, we adjourned 

8559 and went back to our own jobs. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember whether or 
not any other business was planned by any members of the 
committee or those present before you adjourned? A. I 
don’t remember. 

Q. Do you remember that you did anything else that day 
with reference to the strike, that is on Saturday—you say 
you went back to your business? A. I can’t be positive, we 
had a meeting the next day but I don’t recall whether we 
decided on it that night or not. 

Q. I think you said that Mr. Campbell had heard that 
martial law or so-called martial law had been declared; 
was that confirmed to be a fact later on in the day? A. It 
was. 

Mr. Rose: Oh, I object to that, Mr. Examiner, I don’t 
know what the question means, confirmed the fact. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You don’t mean Mr. Campbell’s 
statement? 

Mr. Moore: No, I mean— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean if it was the fact. 

Mr. Moore: No, if it was the fact of the declaration of 
martial law by the Governor was confirmed late in the day. 

Mr. Rose: May we have the question put— 

8560 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this last question, 
Mr. Geis— 

The Witness: May I have the question again? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

Mr. Moore: Strike it out and I will rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You stated, Mr. Geis, that while you 
were at the meeting in the forenoon in Mr. Campbell’s office 
on Saturday, June 19th, and you said, I think, that before 
Mr. Boyle came to the meeting, Mr. Campbell had heard, 
you believed, over the telephone, as I remember your state¬ 
ment, that martial law or so-called martial law, whatever 
you call it, had been called or declared by the Governor, 
rather. 

Now, my question is: Was that rumor confirmed to be 
a fact, that is, the declaration to be a fact later in the day? 
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Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question, I don|’t 
think the witness can really answer that question, “Con¬ 
firmed to be a fact”, the question is unfair to the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand it? 

Mr. Moore: You phrase it so it will be fair, I don’t want 
to be fair to the witness and you do, so you please phrase ilt. 

Mr. Rose: Thank you, we assume since you called 

8561 him you would be fair to him, too. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand the 
question, Mr. Geis? 

The Witness: Well, I will have to answer in my own 
words. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Yes, and answer it in your own way, 
please. A. That afternoon we learned definitely that mar¬ 
tial law had been declared and that the Governor was sen4- 
ing Colonel Janeway, whom I believe is a National Guarjl 
Officer, into Johnstown to take control of the situation and 
that Colonel Janeway would arrive that afternoon. I be¬ 
lieve that some of the members were delegated to try tp 
get in touch with Colonel Jane way. 

Q. You mean some of the members of your committee 
A. Of our committee. I was not. 

Q. Were you asked to confer with Colonel Janeway 
A. I was not. 

Q. Well, now, you spoke about Sunday, will you tell us 
what happened on Sunday with reference to the strike in 
so far as you were concerned? A. I don’t remember when 
I was notified, but at a meeting at the Sunnehanna Country 
Club of the larger group— 

8562 Q. About what time of the day was that? A. Tha 
was in the afternoon. 

Q. Yes. A. A number of people spoke, among them Dr' 
Stanton, and I know that I, for one, suggested that the onty 
hope would be to carry the story out to the American peo} 
pie and depend on their sense of fairness. 

Q. The only hope? A. That was the gist of the meeting 

Q. The only hope for what? A. For a rescinding of the] 
Governor’s order. 

Q. And to carry what message, did you have in mind, tc 
the American people? A. The message that in this case 
men had been driven, or were to be driven, from their work 
from their jobs by armed soldiers, which to my way of 
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thinking would have been just as bad as though men had 
gone on strike and the Governor had sent troops into their 
homes with rifles and bayonets to make them go to work. 
I couldn’t see any difference in either one, I felt that either 
one was a violation of fundamental American rights and 
that there was a good deal more said along the same lines 
and it was mentioned that we might appeal to people like 
Boake Carter and Dorothy Thompson and others who did 
radio broadcasting and newspaper work, and also 

8563 try to get the metropolitan newspapers to carry 
stories about this. 

Q. Was anything, any definite decision made? A. I be¬ 
lieve there was a committee appointed with Mr. Waters 
at the head to look into the matter. 

Q. Well, what further was done, if not on that day, on 
the next day, with reference to the matter of carrying the 
message to the country at large? A. The next morning 
the Executive Committee met at Robert Waters’ home, we 
got there. We found John Price Jones present. Mr. Jones 
is an uncle of Robert Waters, a former Johnstowner and 
the head of a large national advertising agency. We talked 
this thing over. 

Mr. Rose: Can we have what was said, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, tell us what was said. 

Mr. Moore: He was just trying to do that. 

The Witness: Well, pretty much to the same effect as 
the day before, the discussion that we felt that some funda¬ 
mental American rights had been denied these people here, 
that when the Governor stepped in and closed the mill he 
had exceeded his authority, that it was un-American, it 
was the same sort of thing that had caused the American 
Revolution in the past and that we felt that the people of 
the United States would not stand for it if the matter were 
brought to their attention, if they were acquainted 

8564 with the facts. 

Mr. Jones said that he felt paid advertisements 
would be the only way to handle the proposition, and we 
rebelled at that idea because we happened to know, some 
of us, what the cost of advertising in these larger papers 
is, explained that we had had a very serious depression 
here in Johnstown and a flood, and that we weren’t in a 
position to finance any program of that sort, but Mr. Jones 
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said that he had considerable experience in fund-raising 
on a national basis, and that he felt that an appeal con¬ 
tained in these ads. which appeared in the papers in the 
country would bring in a surprising amount of money and 
that he could get access to a mailing list that would help 
still more, and that the combination of the mailing list and 
the newspaper appeal, he felt, would bring in sufficient 
money to finance this program if we were willing to talfe 
a chance on it. 

We were willing to take a chance on it, we discussed ,it 
and decided that we would take a chance, but that we would 
have to refer to the larger group for their okay. 

Q. Well, now, just a moment, before you talk about ttye 
larger group, I don’t think the record is clear as to wh^t 
you referred, or to what Mr. Jones referred, when he said 
that he had or could get access to a mailing list; whit 
8565 was to be done about the mailing list, about a mail¬ 
ing list— A. Well, that they would circularize th 
mailing list. 

Q. Making appeals, do you mean, for contributions? A. 
Making appeals for funds. 

Q. Well, now, will you go ahead and tell us—excuse me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we take a brief recesfi, 
Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a recess for a t'ciy 
minutes. 


(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

8566 (After recess.) 

Mr. Moore: I believe, Mr. Examiner, that I had asked 
a question, but you had taken an adjournment before th|e 
answer. At any rate, may we have the last question read 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you it, Mr. Hammond:’ 

(Thereupon the last question and answer as above sejt 
forth were read by the reporter.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, you have, I believe, statejl 
the substance of what had been said at the home of Mif. 
Waters. Before we leave, I will ask you how long thajt 
conference at Mr. Waters’ home lasted? A. Until the mid- 
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die of the afternoon, I believe. We had a sandwich there, 
when we found we weren’t going to finish. 

Q. About what time did it begin? What time did you 
get to the home of Mr. Waters, approximately? A. I don’t 
recall exactly, nine or ten o’clock, somewhere around there. 

Q. And, you went right through lunch until sometime in 
the afternoon? A. That is right, worked right through. 

Q. You spoke, or referred, I think, in your statement of 
what had been said about the prospect or intention of 
having a larger meeting? A. That is right. 

8567 Q. Now, will you go ahead and tell us what else 
happened, if there was a larger meeting, what it was, 

where? A. That larger meeting was Monday evening, I 
believe, that same evening at the Sunnehanna Country Club, 
and Mr. Jones was again there. The matter was presented 
to this larger meeting, it was discussed. 

Q. You mean by that, what, what matter? A. The ques¬ 
tion as to whether we should go into a national advertising 
campaign. In other words, insert a paid advertisement in 
some of the larger papers of the country, and this larger 
meeting decided that we would. Mr. Jones was authorized, 
1 believe, to go ahead with the plan, and I am not certain, 
but I believe Mr. McEldownev, Robert McEldowney was 
appointed chairman of a committee for a local solicitation 
of funds. 

Q. Was anything further said at that time with reference 
to the action of the Governor in declaring martial law? A. 
It would be repetition, it was the same thing that had been 
said before, they felt it was unjust. 

Q. Well now, will you go ahead and tell us what you know 
about further work in connection with the strike, if any¬ 
thing was done, what further work was done, by whom, 
what it was ? A. I believe it was on Wednesdav that 

8568 our committee was shown the first draft of an ad¬ 
vertisement headed, “We Protest.” We made some 

corrections, I remember Mr. Heckman objected to the sym¬ 
pathy angle, he said that he felt it wasn’t right for Johns¬ 
town, which had just been more or less soliciting funds 
after the flood, that Johnstown should again come out with 
any question of sympathy. He felt that it should be based 
on the question of right or wrong entirely, and there were, 
I know that I made several suggestions for corrections, but 
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I don’t remember what they were. Finally we approved 
the draft of the advertisement, and it was immediately 
sent into the papers. 

Q. That was Wednesday, June 23rd? A. I believe it 
was Wednesday, yes. 

Q. Do you know r when the advertisement “We Protest” 


appeared? A. I believe it appeared the following day. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 72. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I show you Board’s Exhibit 72, 
Mr. Geis, and ask you if that is a copy of the advertisement 
to which you referred as the “We Protest” advertise¬ 
ment? A. Yes. 

Q. And, with that, can you tell us now whether it did 
appear on the following day? A. It appeared on Thursday, 
—might I go on from there? 

Q. Yes, please, Thursday what date? A. Thurs- 
S569 day, June 24th, and we were again in session, and 
at some time, I believe that morning, we got word 
over the telephone that the Governor had rescinded his 
action, and I noticed that in our discussions we figured that 
the Governor’s retraction was the result of that, the ap¬ 
pearance of that advertisement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that answer, the street 
car went by and I am sorry I didn’t hear the answer. 
Read it. 


(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last answer as 
above set forth.) 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Mr. Rose: Well, Mr. Examiner, is that what was sale? 

The Witness: At the meeting you mean ? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You mean by that, as I understand 
it, that when you say you felt, that that was the substance 
of what was stated by the members of your committee at 
the meeting? A. That is correct. 

Q. Can you tell me— 

Mr. Moore: Strike it out. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell me as well as ycju 
remember the names of the persons who were at the 
8570 meeting at the Country Club? I think you said at 
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the Sunnehanna Country Club—on Monday evening, 
June 21st? A. There were approximately 20 or 30 men 
there. I don’t recall the names. There were our com¬ 
mittee, that is, our Executive Committee; I believe Dr. 
Nicely was there, I am not certain, I believe Dr. Allen was 
there. I believe Howard Stull was there. I believe Phil— 
Albert and Phillip Walters were there. I am sorry I don’t 
remember any more, but there were quite a few there. 

Q. You said, I believe, that John Price Jones was there? 
A. Oh, yes, John Price Jones was there. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, Mr. Examiner, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. Mr. Moore, do you 
want a few minutes to look over your notes? 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think it is necessary, just a moment 
to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. Now, Mr. Geis, I propose to ask you a series of ques¬ 
tions which are somewhat involved. I will try to read them 
slowly. I wish you would make sure that you understand 
them. If you do not understand them, as I read them, say 
so, and I will be glad to read them as many times as you 
wish before you shall answer. 

8571 The first question is this: Did any one purporting 
to be a representative of or to be acting for or to be 
authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation at any time before or during 
the strike among the employees of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany at its Cambria Plant in June, 1937, directly or indi¬ 
rectly suggest to you or order or direct that you, or in so 
far as you know, that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
or any member, officer, representative or committee thereof 
do or refrain from doing anything in connection with the 
formation of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as incompetent, irrelevant 
and immaterial, calling for a conclusion, too vague and too 
indefinite. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Witness, do you under¬ 
stand the question, or would you care to have it re-read 
to you? 

The Witness: I believe it would be better if it were 
re-read, it is kind of involved. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I will ask the question that I 
asked on several other occasions; do you possibly have a 
copy of this that the witness could look at '! 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I have a copy. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think we could simpl fv 
this. 

8572 Mr. Moore: I have another copy. All right, I 
will try to follow it and if 1 depart from it, call his 
attention particularly to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Now, will you 
read that? 

Mr. Moore: Will you read the question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or in connection with any of t ie 
activities of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its 
Executive Committee or of any other committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling, he may answer, 
and it is understood that objections apply to each of these 
questions, unless the witness hears from me he is directed 
to go ahead and answer the question. 

The Witness: The answer is no. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, you notice that I omitted 
the forepart of the question. May it be understood that for 
our purposes I repeat the forepart each time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is quite all right. 
8573 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Or in connection with the 
holding of any meetings? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public 
statement or statements? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any advertisce¬ 
ment or advertisements in any newspaper or newspapers? 
A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any bookie ;s 
or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. No. 
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Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise ? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions or the holding of, and conferences with officials of, 
or other persons purporting to represent the United States 
of America or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania or Cam¬ 
bria County or the City of Johnstown or Franklin Boro or 
the so-called Steel Workers Committee? A. No. 
S574 Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

The Witness: Does that mean I don’t answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. You see, it is understood, 
for your benefit, Mr. Geis, that Board’s counsel have an 
objection to all of these questions. 

The Witness: I see. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And that if you don't hear 
from me, you answer. 

The Witness: If you sustain an objection, I don’t? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If I sustain an objection, you 
don ’t, you see. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I will ask you another series of 
questions, Mr. Geis, if I may. 

Did any one whom you know or believe to have been a 
representative of or acting for or authorized to act for 
either Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration at any time before or during the strike among the 
employees of Bethlehem Steel Company at the Cambria 
Plant in June, 1937, directly or indirectly suggest to you 
or order or direct that you, or in so far as you know, that 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or any member, of¬ 
ficer, representative or committee thereof, do or refrain 
from doing anything in connection with the formation of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. No. 

8575 Q. Or in connection with any of the activities of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee or of any other Committee of the Johns¬ 
town Citizens Committe? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the holding of anv meetings? 
A. No. 
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Q. Or in connection with the issuance of any public 
statement or statements? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the insertion of any adver¬ 
tisement or advertisements in any newspaper or newspa¬ 
pers ? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the publication of any booklet 
or booklets or any pamphlet or pamphlets? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the making of any speeches or 
statements over the radio or otherwise ? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the solicitation or expenditure 
of funds? A. No. 

Q. Or in connection with the sending of any communica¬ 
tions to or the holding of any conferences with cf- 
8576 ficials of, or other persons purporting to represent 
the United States of America or the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania or Cambria County or the City of Johns¬ 
town or Franklin Boro or the so-called Steel Workers 
Committee? A. No. 


Q. Or in connection with anything whatsoever ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In taking any action or in doing 
anything or in refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you as a member of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee or of its Executive Committee, or of any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, ever ast 
for the purpose of aiding, helping, or benefiting Bethlehe n 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation as dis¬ 
tinguished from any other interest or other property owner, 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere? A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

The Witness: Oh, I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Moore: The answer may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In taking any action or in doing 
anything or in refraining from taking any action or doing 
anything, did you as a member of the Johnstov.m 
8577 Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive Committee 
or of any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee ever endeavor to act for the purpose of aiding*, 
helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any other 
interest or other property owner, whether located in Johns¬ 
town or elsewhere? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as you know, did the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or its Executive Committee 
or any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or any member or representative of any of such 
committees take any action or do anything or refrain from 
taking any action or doing anything for the purpose of 
aiding, helping or benefiting Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation as distinguished from any 
other interest or other property owner, •whether located 
in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please, may we have the 
question read back, I omitted the word “ever” before 
“ever take any action”. May that be inserted, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

8578 (The reporter repeated the question as follows: 

“In so far as you know, did the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee, or its Executive Committee, or any other 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or anv 
member or representative of any such committee take any 
action—”) 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, the word, I omitted the 
word “ever”, “ever take any action”. May we have that 
inserted, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

(Thereupon the reporter continued to read the question 
as follows: 

“or any member or representative of any such com¬ 
mittees ever take any action or do anything, or refrain 
from taking any action or do anything—”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: “Doing”. 

Mr. Moore: “Or doing”. 

(Thereupon the reporter continued to read as follows: 

“or refrain from taking any action or doing anything 
for the purpose of aiding, helping or benefitting Bethlehem 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as dis¬ 
tinguished from any other interest or other property owner, 
whether located in Johnstown or elsewhere?”) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The ruling stands on the ques¬ 
tion as amended. 

Mr. Moore: I hadn’t heard you before, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

8579 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any member or repre¬ 
sentative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or 

of its Executive Committee, or of any other committee of 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Conimitte, at any meeting of 4 n y 
such committees which you attended, or elsewhere, in so 
far as you know, ever say, in words or in substance, that 
the taking of any action or the doing of anything, or the 
refraining from taking any action or doing anything, by 
any of such committees, or by any member or representa¬ 
tive thereof, was for the purpose of aiding, helping or bene¬ 
fiting Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration, as distinguished from any other interest or oth|er 
property owner, whether located in Johnstown or else¬ 
where? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was anything said in any meeting 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or of its Executive 
Committee, or of any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee, which you attended, to the effect that 
anything was to be done or attempted by the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee, or by its Executive Committee, or by 
any other committee of the Johnstown Citizen's’ Com¬ 
mittee, in the interest of Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, as distinguished from 

8580 any other interest or other property owner, whether 
located in Johnstown or elsewhere? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that back, please, M|\ 
Reporter? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending questio 
as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Not as far as I know, not as far as 
recall. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Yes. My question was in so fa 
as you know. A. I didn’t get, I didn’t see that in the ques 
tion, or I didn’t hear it. 
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Q. All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why, pardon me, I think the 
answer of the witness is perfectly responsive and clear. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, that is a\\ right. I am mistaken, Mr. 
Examiner, 1 did not read it, the witness is quite right, it 
was not— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think his answer probably 
cures the defect in the question, anyway. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think it will be neces¬ 
sary to change the question. 

Mr. Moore: I should point out, without eliciting 

8581 any further question, that the question was with 
reference to what was said at a meeting, any meeting 

which he attended, so that that is the reason why I didn’t 
put in, in that particular case, the word “know”. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, I think you testified, lam quite 
sure that you did, that at the meeting, at the Fort Stanwix 
Hotel, in the afternoon of June 13th, Mr. Ellicott, and I 
think you said also, Mr. Evans, came into your meeting 
and stated that the Governor had gone—something to that 
effect, is that right? A. That is my recollection, yes. 

Q. Now, I would like to know whether you regard that as 
the transaction of any business? A. No. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott take any part in the transaction of 
any business that was transacted at that meeting? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as calling 
for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I believe not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Evans, Mr. Sidney D. 
Evans, take any part in the transaction of any business 
that was transacted at that meeting? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to as calling for a conclusion and 
incompetent. 

8582 Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: As I recall it, no. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. C. R. Ellicott, in so far as 
you know, take any part in the transaction of any business 
that was transacted at any time by the Johnstown Citizens’ 
Committee, or by its Executive Committee, or by any other 
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committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? 

Not as— 

Mr. Rose: Objected to as incompetent, too broad, t(>o 
vague, calling for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Not as far as I know. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear from any mem¬ 
ber or representative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Coi 
mittee, or of its Executive Committee, or of any oth<bi 
committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, that M 
C. R. Ellicott took any part in the transaction of any bus 
ness that was transacted at any time by any of such coi: 
mittees ? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to as incompetent, irrelevant ai 
immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, you also testified—correct n 
if I am wrong—in substance, at least, that Mr. Sidney D. 

Evans was present at the meeting of the Citizens 
8583 held at the Elks Club on the evening of Monda^, 
June 14th, 1937, and that at that meeting Mr. Evans 
made a statement to the effect, in substance, that Bethlehem 
Steel Company would keep the mills open for the men whp 
desired to work. Is that correct? A. I don’t believe— 

Mr. Rose: I object to it, Mr. Examiner, as calling fo 
a conclusion. 

Mr. Moore: Well, perhaps in that, I may be wronpf. 
Will you tell me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, at any rate, why not gejt 
at it this way, Mr. Moore, if I may make a suggestion 
You recall that Mr. Evans made a certain statement at tlnb 
meeting of June 14th? 

The Witness: I am not certain that I stated that, but 
I know that Mr. Evans did, but I don’t believe I stated thajt 
before. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I may be in error on it 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think I may be too, I was thinking 
that he said Mr. Evans did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, at any rate, he has now 
said that he knov T s that Mr. Evans did make a statement! 

The Witness: I know that Mr. Evans was there— 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, you know that Mr. Evans did 
make a statement? A. Yes. 

8584 Q. Well, will you tell me this, then, Mr. Geis? Do 
you regard the making by Mr. Evans of the state¬ 
ment which he made at the meeting, whatever it was, as the 
transaction of business? 

Mr. Rose: Well, that is objected to, Mr. Examiner, we 
still haven’t got what Mr. Evans said. 

Mr. Moore: The witness has said he doesn’t remember. 
The Witness: No, I didn’t say that. I do remember. 
Mr. Moore: Oh. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you? Well, tell us— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Tell us—I think I misunderstood 
you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, you tell us what Mr. 
Evans said, then we will hold the other question in abeyance 
for the moment. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

The Witness: All right. Mr. Evans said that Bethlehem 
was going to keep the mills open for the men who wanted 
to work as long as they wanted to work and that Bethlehem 
Steel realized that it was not part of any citizens’ group 
to take sides in this case, and that they appreciated the 
fact that we were gathered there in an effort, evidently, 
to keep things peaceful. 

8585 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well now, do you regard 
that, the making of that statement by Mr. Evans. 

as a transaction of business? A. No, we asked him for in¬ 
formation which he gave. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore ) Did Mr. Evans, in so far as you 
know, take any part in the transaction of any business 
that was transacted at that meeting? 

Mr. Rose: It is objected to as calling for a conclusion. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: That was the Monday night meeting at 
the Elks Club? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Sidney D. Evans take any 
part, in so far as you know, in the transaction of any 
business that was transacted at any time by the Johnstown 
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Citizens’ Committee, or by its Executive Committee, | or 
by any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling foil a 

8586 conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear from any me li¬ 
ber or representative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Commlit- 
tee, or of its Executive Committee, or of any other com¬ 
mittee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, that Mr. Sid¬ 
ney Dr. Evans ever took any part in the transaction of any 
business that was transacted at any time by any of such 
committees? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion, too indefinite, too broad, too vague, incompetent a^id 
immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I don’t recall ever having heard anything 
like that, Mr. Moore. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any person, purporting to H>e 
a representative of, or to be acting for, or authorized 1[o 
act for, or who you know, or believe to have been a repre¬ 
sentative of, or acting for, or authorized to act for, either 
Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corpora¬ 
tion, in so far as you know, take any part in the transaction 
of any business that was transacted at any time by the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, or by its Executive Com¬ 
mittee, or by any other committee of the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee? 

8587 Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, perhaps I broke the 
thought by stopping for a moment. Might the— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 lost it there, too. If you will 
read it back— 

Mr. Moore: How about having the stenographer, the 
reporter read it back, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(Thereupon the reporter read the pending question asj; 
follows: 

“Did any person, purporting to be a representative of 
or to be acting for, or authorized to act for, or who yoi^ 
know, or believe to have been a representative of,—”) 
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Mr. Moore: Now, just a moment, “who” or “whom”, 
it is a little lesson in English, I think the word “whom” is 
the correct word, instead of “who”. Will you change that, 
please? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the question with the 
change which Mr. Moore requested be made in the question, 
and otherwise as above set forth.) 

Mr. Rose: Objected to as calling for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: That “in so far as you know”, in that 
question, does that refer to the acting for or purporting 
to act for Bethlehem Steel, or does it refer to the latter 
part of the question “in so far as I know” did those 
85S8 people ever do these things? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) No, it is intended to apply to 
the whole question. A. In so far as I know, the answer 
is no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read back the witness’ inquiry 
there, will you please? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the above statement 
of the witness, as well as the witness’ answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I understand, Mr. Moore, 
you said that that applied to the whole question? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I mean— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wonder if it would make it 
clear to the witness now that this witness has raised that 
point, if it wouldn’t help the witness, and possibly future 
witnesses, if you would put the “in so far as you know” 
at the beginning, then there could not be any question 
about it. I am inclined— 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —to think that is what this wit¬ 
ness had in mind, is that correct? 

The Witness: That is exactly it. 

Mr. Moore: This is off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

8589 (Thereupon a short discussion ensued off the rec¬ 
ord, after which the following proceedings were 

had:) 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 444: 


Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record now— 

Mr. Moore: Oh, this off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a short discussion ensued off the record, 
after which the following proceedings were had:) 

8590 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear from any 
member or representative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or of its Executive Committee or of any other com¬ 
mittee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, that any per¬ 
son purporting to be a representative of or to be acting 
for or to be authorized to act for either Bethlehem Stee. 
Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever took any 
part in the transaction of any business that was trails 
acted at any time by any of such committees? 


Mr. Rose: That is objected to as incompetent, irrele¬ 
vant and immaterial, it is too broad and too vague, calls 
for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Not that I recall. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear from any member 
or representative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 
or of its Executive Committee or of any other committee 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee that any person who 
you know was or believe to have been a representative of 
or acting for or authorized to act for either Bethlelien 
Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever took 
any part m the transaction of any business that was trans¬ 
acted at any time by any of such committees? 

. Mr. Rose: Objected to as incompetent, irrelevant 
8591 and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I don’t recall I ever heard of any. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever hear that any mem¬ 
ber or representative of the Johnstown Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee or of its Executive Committee or of any other commit¬ 
tee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee, that any per¬ 
son who such member or such representative stated that 
lie knew or believed was a representative of or acting for or 
authorized to act for, either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, ever took any part in the 
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transaction of any business that was transacted at any 
time by any of such committees? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as irrelevant, incompe¬ 
tent and immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I have it read, do you wish 
it read? 

The Witness: May I have it read? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat the question. 

(The reporter read the pending question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did any member or representative 
of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or of its Executive 
Committee or of any other committee of the Johns- 
8092 town Citizens’ Committee or any one who purported 
to be a representative of or to be acting for or to be 
authorized to act for either Bethlehem Steel Company or 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation or who you know was or 
believe to have been a representative of or acting for or 
authorized to act for either such campany or such corpora¬ 
tion, ever tell vou that there ever was any connection be- 
tween any of such committees and either such company or 
such corporation? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as incompetent, irrele¬ 
vant, immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: 1 am going to ask for that one again. 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

The Witness: The gist of that is whether I ever heard 
from either a member of the Citizens’ Committee or from 
the Bethlehem Steel, that there was a connection, isn’t that 
right? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Xo, I don't think that is the 
purpose, I don’t think that that is the question, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore. Xo. Did you ever hear from the Citizens’ 
Committee, Executive Committee, or any committee, or any 
one that purported to act as a representative of or to be 
acting for, or to be authorized to act for Bethlehem 
8593 Steel Company or Bethlehem Steel Corporation, or 
whom you know was or believe to have been a rep- 
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resentative of or acting for or authorized to act for either 
of those two corporations? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you get the distinction, M(r. 
Geis ? 

The Witness: I think. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you would show him tljie 
written question, I think it would be helpful to the wi 
ness, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Well, this is the question, that will rujn 
over to the next page— 

(The document was passed to the witness.) 

The Witness: In other words, isn't this a general que 
tion which means, in substance, this: Did 1 ever hear frotn 
a Citizens’ Committee member, or did I ever hear from 
Bethlehem Steel, from either one of those two, that theije 
was any connection; isn’t that the point? Do you wai 
this— 

Mr. Moore: I have one right here, you can keep it, and 
if you will follow it again. If we disregard the fact thalt 
we have the Citizens’ Committee or the Executive Con 
mittee or any other committee, treat those as the Citizen^’ 
Committee for the purpose of understanding the 
8594 question— 

The Witness: 1 understand. 

( L >. (By Mr. Moore) Then, did any member or represci - 
tative of the Citizens’ Committee or any one purported t > 
act or was acting for Bethlehem Steel Company or Beth 
lehem Steel Corporation, or any one whom you know tp 
be acting, ever tell you that? A. I understand. 

Mr. Bose: Mr. Examiner, does that change the ques| 
tion? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, that’s the same thing. 

The Witness: Not as far as I recall. 

Mr. Moore: Thank you. For your convenience 1 had 
a new copy of this list run last night and I want to com 
pare it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, do you want to tak^ 
a few minutes for that, Mr. Moore? Suppose we do this| 
what time is it now? 

Mr. Rose: Twelve o’clock or thereabouts. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we do this off the 
record. 

(Whereupon, there was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. We will take 
a recess until 12:25 or thereabouts. 

(Whereupon, at 12:10 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
until 12:25 o’clock p. m.) 


8599 (After recess.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please 
resume. Prior to the recess, the witness had been furnished 
with a list of names by counsel for the respondents. Mr. 
Moore, do you wish to question the witness? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Were any of the following named 
persons a member of the Citizens’ Committee or of any 
committee thereof: 

Eugene G. Grace 
Frederick A. Shick 
Robert E. McMath 
George H. Blakeley 
C. Austin Buck 
Charles R. Holton 
Charles M. Schwab 
James H. Ward 
Quincy Bent 
Archibald Johnston 
Joseph M. Larkin 
Paul Mackall 
Norborne Berkeley 
Charles D. Marshall 
William J. Brown 
James P. Bender 

8600 Charles R. Miller 
Edward B. Hill 
William H. Johnstone 
Warren M. Driver 
Sigmund L. Holverstott 
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Richard H. Schlottman 
Frederick N. Finger 
Robert Young 
Fred H. Overdorf 
William L. Achenbach 
Donald T. Aikenhead 
Jesse V. Honeycutt 
John M. Ellis 
Charles M. Denise 
William H. Stewart 
Paul W. Cotton 
Edward F. Gohl 
Robert S. A. Dougherty 
Roy A. Lewis 
Charles R. Ellicott 
Harry A. Whitaker 
Edward F. Entwisle 
Jacob H. Edmonds 
Stewart J. Cort 
Frank A. Robbins, Jr. 
Edwin J. Paulus 
T. Scott Clingan 
Thomas R. Johns 
Mvrle L. Jacobs 
Arthur F. Peterson 
Edward J. Quackenbush 
Agustino T. De Serrano 
John M. Gross 
Harry C. Crawford 
Ralph E. Hough 
Sidney D. Evans 
Ewart L. Roberts 
John C. Davies 
Francis A. Dunn 
Homer M. Crossett 
Ralph Kent 
Gordon R. Baer 
Frank E. Howells 
Harry R. Coulson 
Harry A. Marley 
Harry H. Phillips 
Thomas F. Gallagher 



4448 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Clifford T. Ward 

William H. Bennett 

Thomas C. Kern 

8601 Patrick J. Scott 

Daniel W. O’Leary 

Scott D. Baumer 

Charles J. Eppley 

Edwin W. Trexler 

George W. Rodgers 

Harrv F. Raab 

Jerry F. Wilbur 

Harold C. Cox 

Harry E. Trout 

Charles M. Schwartz 

Robert Earl Penrod 

William C. Frank 

Elliott H. Hollenback 

Clavton T. Harrison 
* 

Bernard A. Blume 
Irwin W. Penrod 
Edward 0. Murray 
Walter M. Thomas 
Henry P. Veil 
Frank E. Thompson 
Wilbur B. Hoddinott 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is of the following named per¬ 
sons — A. This list? 

Q. Meaning that list, yes. A. No. 

S602 Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as you know, did any 
of the persons whose names I read in asking the pre¬ 
ceding question at any time suggest to you or order or di¬ 
rect that the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or its Execu¬ 
tive Committe or any other committee of the Johnstown 
Citizens’ Committee, or any member or officer or representa¬ 
tive of any of such committees as such committee or such 

Executive Committee or anv such other committee or such 

•* 

member or officer or representative do or refrain from doing 
anything ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You better read that. 

Mr. Moore: Strike the question, please, and I will read 
it again. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as you know, did any other 
persons whose names I read in asking the preceding ques¬ 
tion at any time suggest to you or order or direct that the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee or its Executive Committee 
or any other committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee or any member or officer or representative of any of 
such committees, as such Citizens’ Committee or as such 
Executive Committee or as anv such other committee or as 
such member or officer or representative do or refrain from 
doing anything? 

Now, Mr. Examiner, the question is involved, and i::‘ 1 
may I would like to show it to the witness. 

8603 Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, if you please, Mr. 
Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Let him read the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it might help consider¬ 
ably to read it. 

The Witness: This is it? 

Mr. Moore: That is the one I just read. 

Mr. Rose: While the witness is reading I don’t know if 
it will confuse him or not, but may we have the question 
read, perhaps we had better wait. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You read it and then I am sure 
Mr. Moore would have no objection to your reading it, so 
that we won’t have this reading back all the time, it is very 
difficult for the reporters. 

Mr. Moore: Certainly. 

The Witness: Shall I answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as incom¬ 
petent, irrelevant, immaterial, calling for a conclusion. I 
think the question is too broad and too vague. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. 

8604 Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any cross ? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, I have some cross. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion ensued off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 
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Gross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) In June, 1937, were you a member of 
the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. I was. 

Q. Were you a member of the Executive Committee of 
the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce in June, 1937 ? A. 
I was. 

Q. Can you tell us the names of the members of the Exec¬ 
utive Committee of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce 
in the month of June, 1937? A. I believe that the Execu¬ 
tive Committee consisted of president, vice-president, trea¬ 
surer, and secretary, and I believe at that time they were 
Francis Martin, Harry Zieme, Lawrence Campbell and I. 

Q. At that time was Lawrence Campbell an officer 
S605 of the Chamber of Commerce? A. A paid secretary. 

Q. What do you mean by “a paid secretary”? A. 
Well, he is, he is secretary, but he draws a salary. 

Q. Oh, I see. A. In other words, it is a full-time job. 

Q. Was Mr. Martin an officer? A. President. 

Q. In June, 1937? A. Yes. 

Mr. Moore: What was the verb, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : “Was.” 

Mr. Rose: “Was.” 

Mr. Moore: Was Mr. Martin an officer in June 1937? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

The Witness: He was. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What office did he hold? I don’t know 
whether you mentioned it. A. He was president. 

Q. Were you on any committee of the Johnstown Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce about June, 1937 ? 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, he has answered that 
question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

8606 Mr. Rose: I referred to other committees. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) —other than the Executive Com¬ 
mittee? A. I was the chairman of the Board of Mer¬ 
chants. 
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8607 Q. (By Mr. Rose) I believe in your testimony you 
have referred to meetings at Mr. Campbell’s office, I 

mean Lawrence Campbell’s office. A. Yes. 

Q. Where is Mr. Campbell’s office? A. In the Chamber 
of Commerce office, 1 think I referred to it both ways. 

Q. Yes. A. It is the same office. 

Q. The same as the Chamber of Commerce office? A. 
Exactly. 

Q. I believe you testified as to what you recall Mr. An¬ 
drews said at the meeting at the Elks Club Monday night, 
June 14th, is that correct? A. I believe not, I believe that I 
testified that he, I had a clear recollection, of what he said 
at the larger meeting in the High School auditorium. 

Q. The Thursday night meeting? A. That is my under¬ 
standing. 

Q. Did you agree with -what you say Mr. Andrews said 
at that meeting? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, entirely ir¬ 
relevant, for the purposes here what Mr. Andrews said. 

Mr. Rose: Well, we have had what Mr. Andrews sail, 
I think. 

8608 Mr. Moore: I mean, I may have misspoken, as io 
whether this witness agrees with what Mr. Andrews 

said at that meeting. 

Mr. Rose: That’s right. 

Mr. Moore: That is entirely immaterial, he was re¬ 
counting what Mr. Andrews said. 

Mr. Rose: I am now asking if he agrees with what M r. 
Andrews said. 

Mr. Moore: I think it is improper. 

Mr. Rose: I think it may bear on this man’s state of 
mind, mental attitude, there is considerable testimony as 
to that. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t see that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: In other words, whether I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon. 

The Witness: Whether I agreed with what he said at 
that meeting? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: I object, Mr. Examiner. If I may, just with¬ 
out violating a rule, point out this: It is utterly impossible 
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for a man to answer that question. How can I read a long 
statement or hear a Ion" speech and then be asked prop¬ 
erly whether T agree? The most, or the least, that could 
be done would be to point out, take some particu- 
S609 lar statement that he made and ask if the witness 
agreed with that. I don’t think that is relevant to 
I lie issues, but it can’t be— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In permitting the witness to 
answer, what I had in mind, and I think I should have so 
indicated to the witness, was whether or not he agreed with 
the general tenor of the remarks or with the attitude that 
Mr. Andrews expressed. 

Now, I am inclined to think, though, that Mr. Moore’s 
suggestion is probably correct. Take the specific state¬ 
ments made and ask him whether he agrees. 

Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner, the statement this wit¬ 
ness gave as his recollection of what Mr. Andrews said was 
a very short one and I believe the witness has it in mind. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he may have it in mind— 

Mr. Rose: I am only referring to what he recalls Mr. 
Andrews said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, tell us. 

Mr. Moore: May I point out further, I still think it is 
impossible, Mr. Examiner, Mr. Andrews stated that Mr. 
Watkins had said some things to him. How can this wit¬ 
ness be asked whether he agrees with that? 

8610 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is why— 

Mr. Moore: It is utterly impossible to do it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is why the witness could, 
I think, properly be asked to state whether he agrees with 
the general substance of Mr. Andrews’ position. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t know what the general sub¬ 
stance would be, because— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not have him tell ns again 
what was said and find out if he agreed with that particu¬ 
lar statement. As Mr. Moore indicates, there is some state¬ 
ment in there as to what Mr. Watkins said. 

Mr. Rose: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Would you tell us, please, what you re¬ 
call Mr. Andrews said? A. Shall I answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, if you would, please, Mr. 
Geis. 
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The Witness: Well, Mr. Andrews stated that he had 
championed the cause of labor right from the beginning, 
that is, of organizing labor, that he had championed their 
cause in the early days when labor organizers weren’t even 
allowed to set foot in company mining towns. I don’t know 
whether I stated it or not before, but he also stated that all 
the old-timers in the United Mine Workers would remem¬ 
ber him as a friend of their organization, that j he 

8611 was still a friend of organized labor, but that he ffelt 
that the C. I. 0. did not have enough members to 

swing a successful strike here and that because of that it 
was a tactical error on their part. 

He also stated that he had been assured by one of thjnr 
leaders, I believe Mr. Watkins, but I am not certain, that 
they wouldn’t call a strike here for some time because of 
the terrific loss that Johnstown had suffered during the 
flood and that when they did call the strike, if they did, 
that it would be called in the other plants as well, that is, 
the other Bethlehem plants, and that he felt that inasmuch 
as the strike was called in Johnstown and not in the Beth¬ 
lehem’s other plants, and inasmuch as that might result 
this shifting of orders from Johnstown to some of the othlei 
plants, that it was, in effect, a blow aimed directly at Johr 
town. 

8612 Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that last 
“aimed at Johnstown”? 

The Witness: Perhaps that is not— 

The Reporter: (Repeating) “blow aimed directlv 
Johnstown.” 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Have you finished? A. That is so f<kr 
as I recall, yes. 

Q. Well, with reference particularly to what Mr. Andrew 
said concerning the CIO, not having enough members herj 
and the shifting of orders to other plants, and that tl 
strike with a blow aimed at Johnstown, did you agree witjh 
Mr. Andrews? 

Mr. Moore: Why, I object to that, 
three question in one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Make three separate questions 
there. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you agree with Mr. Andrews’ 
statement in substance that the CIO did not have enough 
members here for a strike? 

Mr. Moore: He didn’t sav that, he didn’t sav that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you say that Mr. Andrews said 
that? A. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, I object to it. I don’t think—he didn’t 
say it, I wrote down what he did say. I say he didn’t say 
it. If you wish to ask the witness— 

8613 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us again, Mr. 
Geis, what you did say there about the CIO, if you 

remember, just that part of it. 

The Witness: Well, as I recall it, I believe I said that 
Mr. Andrews had stated that it was his observation that 
they did not have enough members here to swing a success¬ 
ful strike. 

Mr. Moore: Swing a successful strike, not to strike. 
You don’t have to have enough members to strike. Any¬ 
body can strike. One man is enough. 

Mr. Rose: May I proceed? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, go ahead. What are you 
waiting for? 

Q. (Bv Mr. Rose) Did you agree with that? 

Mr. Moore: With what? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer the question. 
The Witness: You mean with his statement? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Yes, with his statement? A. That they 
did not have enough members? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. I, of course, didn’t know definitely, I 
had no figures, but from my observation, I should say it was 
correct. 

Q. Now’, w 7 ith reference to his statement concerning the 
shifting of orders to other plants, did you agree with that 
statement? 

8614 Mr. Moore: Well, may w’e have counsel tell us 
what the statement is, so that the witness may have 

it in mind? Let the record show 7 — 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is clear enough. Go 
ahead, Mr. Geis. 

The Witness: May I go ahead and answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: I, of course, didn’t know’, but I assumed 
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that they might have rush orders, I didn’t know what Beth¬ 
lehem’s policy was going to be, I had no way of knowing, 
but I assumed then that perhaps there might be some rush 
orders that they would have to deliver and they naturally 
can’t produce them in a plant that is on strike, and I (as¬ 
sumed then that that might be a perfectly logical conclu¬ 
sion, that some of the orders that would normally be fil|ed 
and produced here might be shifted to other plants. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, you misunderstood me. I didn’t 
ask you, or didn’t intend to convey to you the idea tha| I 
was asking you whether Mr. Andrews’ statements were 
correct. It was simply whether you agreed to it. A. Y^s. 

Q. Did you so understand me? 

Mr. Moore: That is my difficulty, Mr. Examiner, I doiji’t 
see how the question is a proper one and how can he agree 
with a statement made by Mr. Andrews of what Mr. 
8615 Andrews understood were the facts. These are facts 
we are dealing with, they are not theories. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think they are facts. Mr. Andrews, 
as I understood it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is nothing pending 
w, I don’t know’ w’hat all this conversation is about, Y<Ju 


I 1 

Now, 


t 


now 

asked the witness a question and he answered it. 
what— 

Mr. Moore: I didn’t get the answer, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness gave an aijt- 
sw T er. 

Mr. Moore: Oh, you mean—yes, it was a long answe^, 
but I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know whether tha 
is the question or not. 

Mr. Moore: I thought he had asked the second question, 
that is, was asked, repeating his question in another form, a 
different form. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I just wanted to make sure that th^ 
witness understood what I w^as asking him. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you agree with Mr. Andrew’s 
statement? 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

The Witness: I don’t see that I could either agree ort 
disagree. If I may clarify it, I should say that 
8616 might have an opinion as to whether there was somd 
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merit in his supposition, but I don’t know that I could 
agree or disagree with a thing like that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, what was your opinion as to his 
supposition ? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, how can he have an opinion 
as to what Mr. Andrews said? 

Mr. Rose: He just said he had one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, give us an opinion as to 
the facts on that question. 

Mr. Moore: Well, hasn’t he answered that, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, already? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know, let’s have it 
again and get it on the record. 

The Witness: Well, my opinion was that it might be 
possible that they might have some rush orders, that it was 
necessary to get out, and it is entirely conceivable that they 
might have had to shift these to some other plant, if they 
couldn’t be produced at this plant. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was there a resolution adopted at the 
Thursday night meeting? A. There was. 

Q. Could you tell us the substance of that resolution? 

Mr. Moore: Why, Mr. Examiner, I don’t know what pur¬ 
pose can be served by that. I have said that I would 
8617 undertake to get into evidence the exact resolution. 

What difference does it make? Is this a test of 
memory? 

Mr. Rose: No, it is not, I just wanted the resolution, I 
thought this was the man who— 

Mr. Moore: No, no, no, no, he said he was his brother. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It was his brother. This is 
Carl Geis. I understood Mr. Moore’s statement the other 
day to be that he was going to get the statement from Mr. 
Frank Geis. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, and Mr. Carl Geis, on the witness stand 
this morning, stated the resolution was offered by his bro¬ 
ther. Counsel for the Board asked who his brother was, 
and he said Frank Geis, that is my memory of the testi¬ 
mony. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Were any admission tickets required 
for the Thursday night meeting? A. They were not re¬ 
quired. As I recall it, there were no tickets required, but I 
believe there were some printed and distributed, but as I 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 4457 

remember it, it was not required to have one of those tickets 
in order to get in. 

8618 Q. Well, who distributed those tickets, do you re¬ 
member? A. I don’t remember, I had some of thc-m 

myself. 

Q. Do you recall who invited Representative Hoffman 
to speak at the meeting l A. I do not. 

Q. Was there any discussion concerning the speaker? 
A. I am not—pardon me. 

Q. The speaker for that meeting, at any meeting of tl|ie 
Executive Committee, of the Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I wish that could be re¬ 
phrased, it refers to two meetings right together. 

Mr. R-ose: I would be glad to rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was the program for the Thursday 
night meeting discussed at a meeting of the Executiv 
Committee? A. Yes. 

Q. Was there in that discussion any mention of invitin 
a speaker to the Thursday night meeting? A. Yes, I lx 
lieve there was. 

Mr. Moore: I assume, Mr. Examiner, of course, thajt 
the meeting to which he has referred to discussion was 
meeting before the Thursday night meeting and not after 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume that is correct. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: I assume that. 

8619 Mr. Moore: Well, it might be discussed after at 
well as before. 

Mr. Rose: He is talking about planning the program 
for the Thursday night meeting. 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me, all I wanted the record to show 
is that the answer of the witness must have referred to a 
meeting that was held prior to the Thursday eveningl 
meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand this, Mr 

Geis? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What was the discussion concerning 
the speaker for the Thursday night meeting? A. I don’t 
remember very clearly, it was figured that it would be ad- 
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visable to get an outside speaker, but everything that went 
on, everything that was discussed, I don’t recall. 

Q. Do you recall any members suggesting the name of a 
person as a speaker for Thursday night? A. As I remem¬ 
ber it, there were several names suggested, I don't re¬ 
member what they were. 

Q. Was George Sokolsky suggested as a speaker? A. I 
believe so. 

Q. Did his name appear on the tickets you men- 

8620 tioned? A. That I can’t answer, I don’t remember. 

Q. Did you happen to have one of those tickets, 
or do you happen to have one at the present time? A. No. 

Q. Well, do you remember any of the discussion concern¬ 
ing the speakers? A. No, that is one of those meetings at 
which there was an awful lot of discussion and I haven’t 
any clear recollection of it, only the fact that we were dis¬ 
cussing the question of the program for the entire meeting. 

Q. Was the resolution presented Thursday night by your 
brother Frank discussed at the Executive Committee meet¬ 
ing? A. No, not to the best of my knowledge or belief, I 
don’t recall that it was. 

Q. On Thursday night was there any discussion from 
the floor concerning the resolution presented by your bro¬ 
ther Frank Geis? A. The motion to adopt it, I believe, 
came from the floor. 

Q. Well, was there any discussion on the motion? A. T 
don’t remember any. 

Q. At the beginning of the meeting, do you recall whe¬ 
ther Mr. Martin made an announcement as to the discus¬ 
sion from the floor? 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, Mr. Examiner, what meet¬ 
ing? 

8621 Mr. Rose: Thursday night meeting. 

Mr. Moore: May I have the question read, please? 

(The reporter read the last question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think that assumes a state of facts, 
Mr. Examiner, which does not appear of record, it doesn’t 
appear that Mr. Martin made any statement so far except 
that he presided. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I am asking him whether Mr. Martin 
made such a statement. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, I don’t think the question, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, does ask it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that again. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above! set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did Mr. Martin preside at the Thurs¬ 
day night meeting? A. lie did. 

Q. Did he say at that meeting that there would be no |lis- 
cussion from the floor? 

Mr. Moore: I object to that, there ought to be some liijnit, 
Mr. Examiner, on leading questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I don’t remember whether he [lid 

8622 or not. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You referred to Mr. D. C. 
Thomas? A. I think those are his initials. 

Q. Could you tell who he is, if you know? A. He is Ian 
employee of Lorain Steel Company. 

Q. Does he live in Johnstown? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know what kind of a position he holds with 
the Lorain Steel Company? A. I can’t tell you exactly. 

Q. You also referred to another Mr. Thomas, did you 
say Fred Thomas? A. I believe that is his name. 

Q. Well, could you tell us again at what meeting he w|as 
present? A. He was present at the Saturday morniijig 
meeting. 

Mr. Moore: That is June 19th? 

The Witness: I suppose so, it is in the morning, the 
same morning that Mr. Boyle was there. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who invited Mr. Thomas to thjjit 
meeting, do you recall? A. I think Lawrence Campbell 
said that he had invited him, I am not positive. 

Q. Do you know who Mr. Thomas is ? A. I know that 1 
is, that he was, an official of the United Mine Work- 

8623 ers in this district. 

Q. Do you know what office he held? A. No, not 
definitely. 

Q. Well, how do you know that he is an official of the 
United Mine Workers? A. Why, I just know that he hajl 
been an official, I have known him before. 
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Q. Had you known him personally before? A. I had 
met him. ; 

Q. At which meeting, do you recall, Mr. D. C. Thomas 
appeared? A. As I stated before, I can’t tell you exactly, 
Mr. Rose, he was at one or two meetings and did not appear 
again. 

Q. I show you Board Exhibit 47-A in evidence, and ask 
you whether you could tell us who wrote that advertise¬ 
ment. 

(Board’s Exhibit 47-A was passed to the witness.) 

A. I don’t know definitely who wrote it. 

Q. Was there any discussion among the executive com¬ 
mittee of that advertisement, 47-A, before it appeared in 
the newspaper? A. As I said before, I believe there was, 
but I am not positive. 

Q. Do you recall anything that was said or done con¬ 
cerning that advertisement or the insertion of an 
8624 advertisement? 

Mr. Moore: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, that 
the witness has already answered, he said he doesn’t know, 
or he said he isn’t certain, he thinks there was some dis¬ 
cussion but he isn’t certain. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: I don’t recall definitely, no. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, could you tell us whether any¬ 
thing was said, do you recall anything that was said about 
that advertisement? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, the witness has testified he 
does not remember whether there was any discussion; now, 
the question is— 

Mr. Rose: He says he doesn’t recall definitely, I am not 
certain as to what that means. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you know about 
it, if you can recall anything. 

The Witness: Well, may I say this, that if I am not rea¬ 
sonably positive in my recollection, I don’t want to hazard 
guesses, that is why I say that. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, vou can tell ns what you 
know and qualify it by telling us you are not sure. 

8625 The Witness: I believe that this advertisement 
was discussed, I am not positive that we okayed the 

advertisement, but T am not positive about that, either. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall anything that was said 
about the advertisement ? A. No. 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, he says he doesn’t 
know whether it was discussed. Now he is asked to commit 
himself by saying that it was discussed and to state some¬ 
thing that was said. 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t ask him that, Mr. Examiner, that 
wasn’t the question, I asked him whether he recalled if 
anything was said about it. 

Mr. Moore: Well, that is the whole point, lie says he 
doesn’t remember whether there was any or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, no. 

Mr. Rose: He says he wasn’t sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He hasn’t negatived anv c is- 
cussion, he has indicated that he thinks there was so no 
talk about it, there was some discussion, but he doesn’t 
remember the specific discussion. 

Mr. Moore: Well, now, the moment he undertakes to 
say something that was said, if there was anything said, 
that in effect says there was a discussion and he says there 
wasn’t. I don’t see how the question can be prop- 

8626 crlv— 

* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as 1 understand it, 
the witness never said there wasn’t any discussion. 

Mr. Moore: No, but he says he doesn’t remember the 
discussion. 

Mr. Rose: He didn’t say that, either. 

Mr. Moore: Read the statement that the witness ma lo. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, don’t let’s read it all ba:*k, 
go on with the next question. 

8627 Mr. Rose: I don’t think that question was an¬ 
swered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the pending question. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know who paid for the ad¬ 
vertisement, Board’s Exhibit 47-A in evidence? A. I do 
not. 

Q. Have you heard anyone say anything about who paid 
for that advertisement? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever inquire of any member of the Executive 
Committee as to who paid for the advertisement, Board’s 
Exhibit 47-A in evidence? 

Mr. Moore: What was the question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

Mr. Moore: Did he ever inquire? 

Mr. Rose: That is right.: 

Mr. Moore: Read the question, please. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Now, when you say “the Executive Com¬ 
mittee”, what do you, whom do you include in it? 

Mr. Rose: Members of the Executive Committee of the 
Johnstown Citizens’ Committee. 

Mr. Moore: That doesn’t answer my question. 
8628 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I assume we have 
been talking about an Executive Committee all 
morning, Mr. Geis has told us whom he considers to be the 
Executive Committee. 

Mr. Moore: Well— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Otherwise, if that is not the 
meaning we have been attributing to his statements, then 
half of the direct testimony is meaningless, it would seem 
to me. I assume that he was always referring to the Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee as being made up of certain individuals 
whom he named at the beginning of the direct testimony. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I intended to make it all comprehen¬ 
sive. What I was inquiring is whether this is all compre¬ 
hensive. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t know—what does “all comprehen¬ 
sive” mean? I think he told us who the members of the 
Executive Committee were. < 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that pending question. 

(Thereupon the reporter reflated the pending question 
as above set forth.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No. May I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is that? 

The Witness: May I volunteer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, go ahead. 

8629 The Witness: It was my understanding that wj?, 
as members of the Executive Committee, underwrote 

this advertisement. Who paid for it, I don’t know, T dip 
not. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You are referring to Board’s E 
hibit 47-A in evidence? A. Yes. 

Q. What do you mean by that “we underwrote the ad¬ 
vertisement”? A. That if, well, that we would be respoi 
sible for the payment of the advertisement. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 48-A in evidence an 

ask von if vou know who wrote that advertisement? A. 

♦ •* 

do not. 

Q. Do you recall whether there was any discussion at 
meeting of the Executive Committee concerning the insei 
tion of that advertisement in the newspaper? A. I donft 
recall. 

Q. Can you tell us who paid for the advertisement, 
Board’s Exhibit 48-A in evidence? A. No, I cannot. 

Q. Were any minutes of the meetings of the Executive 
Committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee kept? 
A. I think only of one meeting. 

Q. Which meeting? A. That was a meeting when M \ 
Martin was required to go out of town and the 

8630 Executive Committee authorized that 1 sign checks 
in his absence. 

Q. Can you tell us about when that— 

Mr. Moore: Just a moment, please, I don't think the 
witness understood the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t think the answer is responsive. 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the above questions 
as follows: 

“Were any minutes of the meetings of the Executive 
Committee of the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee kept|? 
A. 1 think only of one meeting. 
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“Q. Which meeting; A. That was a meeting when Mr. 
Martin was required to go lout of town and the Executive 
Committee authorized that I sign checks in his absence.”) 

Mr. Moore: Well, there is no need of going, Mr. Re¬ 
porter, that far. I ask to have the question read. I only 
asked for one question to be repeated. I didn’t think he 
understood it, and I asked to have the question read. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the last question, 
Mr.— 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

8631 Trial Examiner Bloom: There were several 
questions. 

Mr. Moore: There was a question, whether minutes were 
kept of the meetings. Now, the answer has nothing to do 
with that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The last question was, “which 
meeting”. 

Mr. Rose: I think he answered it. I think you inter¬ 
rupted him, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: I interrupted him because the previous 
question wasn’t understood. What has signing checks got 
to do with the keeping of the minutes of the meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness was explain¬ 
ing the previous answer. There were several questions in 
there, as I understood it, which had to do with this question 
of keeping the minutes, and when the reporter was asked 
to read back the question, I don’t see how he could have 
done other than to read back the first question and bring 
it right up to date, otherwise, in my opinion, it would have 
been meaningless. Is there a motion or what? Go ahead, 
Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Moore: Well, there was no motion. I was simply 
pointing out to you that the answer, it seemed to me, would 
show clearly that the witness didn’t understand the ques¬ 
tion and I wanted to have the question clarified, explained 
to the witness what you mean by keeping minutes. 

8632 Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you under¬ 
stand the question meant, Mr. Geis, when you were 

asked, “Were minutes kept?” 

The Witness: My understanding of the keeping of the 
minutes is that somebody at a meeting is delegated to keep 
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a written record of everything that is said and everything 
that goes on at that meeting, and that that written record 
constitutes the minutes of that meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And, had you finished your amwcr 
to the question I asked you concerning the keeping of min¬ 
utes? A. Yes. 

Q. You had finished? A. Yes, that there were no meet¬ 
ings kept—no minutes kept, except at the one meeting we 
had a written record of that, and I can explain that, because 
George Rutledge, who was the treasurer of the fund at 'hat. 
time, felt that he would have to have written authorization 
for the signing of checks by anybody other than Mr. Mar¬ 
tin— 

Q. Well, can you— A. —and— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let him answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) All right. A. —there was a motion 
made and seconded and that was recorded, and that—a 
copy of that was sent to George Rutledge. 

8633 Q. When was that meeting of the Executive Com¬ 
mittee, do you recall? A. No, not exactly, but that 

was— 

Q. Approximately? A. —after the appearance of the 
“We Protest” advertisement, and I am sure, because there 
was money to be spent there. 


Q. Who took the minutes at that meeting, do you roc; 


ill? 


A. I believe Mr. Campbell. 

Q. Did he keep the original minutes, do you know? A! 
think they had been subpoena'd by the Senate, what it 
sub-committee, or something or other—and they are in 
possession of that sub-committee now. 

Mr. Moore: Is that the committee commonly refeH 
to as the “LaFollette Committee”? 

The Witness: That is it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Can you tell us when Mr. CampH 
became secretary of the Executive Committee? A. I thi 
at the first meeting of the Executive Committee. 

Q. Well, what happened, how did he become secrctai 

Mr. Moore: What does that mean, Mr. Examiner? 
don’t understand it, “How did he become secretary ! W1 
happened?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 


is, 

he 

cd 


ell 

nk 

v? 

I 

at 
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8634 The Witness: I don’t remember. If I may say, 
there are some people that make good secretaries 

and I think that more or less, in every meeting, you get the 
same secretary, which would fall into the group. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is that what happened in 
this case, do you think? 

The Witness: Well, I imagine that there must have been 
some official action to make him, that is what I meant when 
I said that the first meeting, or at least part of the time, 
was undoubtedly devoted to organization of the committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall whether the chairman 
designated him as secretary? A. I don’t recall that, Mr. 
Rose. 

Q. Do you recall whether he was elected secretary? A. 
I don’t recall that. 

Q. Did the Executive Committee ever give a report to 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. I don’t remember 
whether they did or did not. 

Q. Do you recall whether the Executive Committee ever 

reported to the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee— 

Mr. Moore: Is that—have vou finished? 

* 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) —what moneys have been spent? A. 
I don’t recall. If I may say, the books were audited by a 
certified public accountant. 

8635 (*). (By Mr. Rose) Did the Executive Committee 
ever report to the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee 

what moneys had been received after the publication of the 
“We Protest” advertisement? 

Mr. Moore: That is the same question, isn’t it? 

Mr. Rose: It is not. 

Mr. Moore: The first question covers everything; the 
second one covers a part of everything. 

The Witness: I don't remember whether they did or 
did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) With reference to your testimony 
concerning the meeting at Mr. Waters’ home when John 
Price Jones was present, I believe you said that he said you 
would use a mailing list. A. That is correct. 

Q. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Moore: Now, who is “he”, please? 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Jones. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is that correct? A. That is correct. 
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Q. Do you know what he meant by “a mailing list” ? A. 
He stated that there was a mailing list. 

Mr. Moore: Well, Mr. Examiner, before he goes 
8636 further, it doesn’t seem to me that the question can 
possibly be competent. The question is, “Do you 
know what he meant?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t see how one person can state t'lat 
he knows what another one meant unless the other one 
stated what he meant, and if that is the case, the quest'on 
should be preceded by a question as to whether he made 
any statement as to what he meant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: What was the question ? 

Mr. Rose: Would you read it, please, Mr. Reporter? 


(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

S637 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know what he meant 
by a mailing list ? A. Is that just a general ques¬ 
tion ? I know what— 

Q. What was your understanding of what he meant by a 
mailing list? A. He said that he had access to a list con¬ 
taining something over forty thousand names that could 
he circularized and he felt would bring in more money for 
a cause such as this. 

Mr. Moore: What do you mean by that “cause such as 
this”? What cause ? 

The Witness: The issue that we were then talking about 
publicizing. 

Mr. Moore: Will you explain that further, the issre, 
the word “issue”? I want the record to be clear. 

The Witness: The injustice which we felt had been done 
Johnstown by the closing of the mills by the Governor. 

Mr. Moore: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you refer to a Mr. Robert Mc- 
Eldowney, I don’t know the spelling. A. M-c E-l-d-o-w- 
n-e-y. 

Q. Who is he ? A. He is a citizen of Johnstown. 

Q. What is his occupation? A. He is retired now. 
863S Q. In June, 1937, was he retired, do you know? 
A. I believe he was retired then also. 
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Q. Do you know what business he was in before he re¬ 
tired? A. At one time he was employed by Bethlehem 
Steel Company. 

Q. In what capacity, do you know? A. No, he was, I 
think that would be easy to find out, I don’t know exactly 
what his official position was. 

Mr. Moore: What was the last? “I don’t know ex¬ 
actly”, what? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether he had a su¬ 
pervisory position for the Bethlehem, with the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. Yes, when he was connected with 
them he did have such a position. 

Q. Do you know what he did for the Bethlehem Steel 
Company? 

Mr. Moore: I think, Mr. Examiner, he has already stated 
that he did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He was asked before whether 
he knew what his position was and he might know what he 
did without knowing precisely what his position was. 

Mr. Moore: Well, what does he mean by “did”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you tell us what 
N(>M9 the word “did” means, 1 don’t know. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I did, I wrote a letter last 

night. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, you did. 

Mr. Moore: Surely, ask the man what he did, did for 
whom, where and where? I told you what I did, I tell 
you that I was at my house last night and wrote a letter. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What he did for the Bethlehem 
Steel Company, that is the way I understand the question. 

Mr. Moore: When? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When he worked for them, 
when he was connected with them. 

Mr. Moore: He might have changed his job. 

The Witness: He was employed in some sort of super¬ 
visory capacity and had some sort of trouble and was, I 
don’t know whether he severed his connection with them or 
they with him, I believe it was not friendly. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know that Mr. McEldowiiey 
in June, 1937 was on a pension for the Bethlehem Sxeel 
Company? ' A. Oh, I think not, I don’t think there yras 
any very pleasant relations between them. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me just a minute, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. Do you want a few 
moments to look over your notes? 

Mr. Rose: No, just a minute or so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

8640 (There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Geis, there are 
several questions I would like to ask you. What, to your 
mind, were the purposes for which the Citizens’ Committee 
was organized? A. The fundamental purpose was to keep 
the situation peaceful in Johnstowm, to do everything in 
our povrer to keep it peaceful. 

Q. Was there anything else? A. No, I may say that 
we felt that we were as much interested in the rights of 
the one party to strike as we were in the rights of the 
other, and that we had to take a strictly neutral course as 
long as the strike continued peacefully and orderly. 

Q. Now, you used the word “peaceful”. That is, in 
defining the purposes, as you understood them, of the com¬ 
mittee; it was primarily to keep things peaceful in Johns¬ 
town, is that substantially correct? A. Yes. 

Q. What do you mean by peaceful in that connection? j A. 
To my way of thinking, at least the way I used it, peaceful 

of 
of 
ith 


presupposes that there can be a difference 
8641 opinion and an honest and sincere difference 
opinion and discussion and, for instance, can be v 
direct reference to a strike, that could be peaceful as long 


as the organizers attempted to persuade people to join 


strike or to join the union by advancing what they fig ire 
are logical reasons for such action, so long as there is no 
physical comeback, no violence, no bloodshed, I say the 
situation is peaceful. 


the 
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Q. What is your idea of a strike, you said specifically 
“during the strike.” What do you mean by a strike? A. 
A strike to me means a situation in which one or more 
people employed in any place of employment leave their 
work and refuse to continue working for some reason or 
other, but figure that they have not severed their connec¬ 
tion with that organization. I mean, I distinguish a strike, 
I distinguish as between a strike and between a man quit¬ 
ting his job. To my way of thinking if one or more people 
leave their employment with the idea that they are still 
employed, but they are protesting something, refusing to 
work for some reason or other, but that they consider 
themselves still employees of that organization, that is a 
strike. If they simply quit, that distinguishes that from a 
strike. 

Q. If they quit, they quit? A. If they quit, they 
quit. 

8642 Q. All right, now, you have told us about the 
action of the Governor whereby the mill was closed? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you approve of that action, or disapprove of it ? 
A. Of his closing the mills? 

Q. Yes, that is substantially the question ? A. Perhaps 
I can answer it by saying what I mentioned to Mr. Jones 
at that meeting at Bob Waters’ home. 

Q. Well, anyway you want, just go ahead and tell us 
whatever you have in your mind. A. I said it impresed 
me this way, just as though somebody had threatened to 
deliver a very thorough beating to me the next time he met 
me and I appealed to the Mayor of this city and he said, 
“All right, we will just arrest you and lock you up in 
order to prevent any violence,” that is the way it appealed 
to me, I considered it un-American, unfair and exceedingly 
bad judgment. 

Q. Why the bad judgment? A. Because I assume that 
every public officer, every elected officer wants to do things 
in an American and a constitutional and a fair way. If he 
doesn’t do it, I consider it bad judgment on his part, among 
other things. 

Q. Weil, now, you have used the word “American” sev¬ 
eral times in describing a way, that is the phrase 

8643 would probably read, “The American way.” What 
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do you mean by that, what would be your definition of that 
phrase? A. The way that at present is legal and consti¬ 
tutional. 

Q. Do you mean by that, then, that the action of the 
Governor was to your mind illegal or unconstitutional in 
any sense? A. That I don’t know, I am not sufficiently 
conversant with the law to know that. 

Q. I am not asking you for a legal opinion, that would 
be quite unfair, of course, I w T ould not expect you to have a 
legal opinion on it, I asked whether to your mind you con¬ 
sidered it so? A. To my mind, I should say that action 
was in direct violation of that part of the constitution 1 hat, 
I believe, guarantees the right of life, liberty and the pur¬ 
suit of happiness to every man. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I have just two or three questions. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You referred to a Mr. Zieme, I 
think you gave us the spelling of his name as Z-i-e-in-e. 
A. Yes. 

Q. Did you give his first name? A. I don’t know. It 
is Harry. 

8644 Q. Harry? A. Yes. 

Q. You spoke of Mr. Campbell’s office as 
the same as the Chamber of Commerce office; is there 
one room or are there a number of rooms? A. At 
time there were two or three rooms which opened, or w 
had been made into one room, and Mr. Campbell’s 
ticular section of it was in one end of the room. 

Q. Well, does that mean it was all one room there 
no partition in it at all? A. Well, there were some 
cases that made a sort of partition in the one end. 

Q. You spoke of Mr. D. C. Thomas as living in . 
town. A. I believe he does. 

Q. Did you mean by that that he lives in the city 
or in a suburb?' A. I can’t answer that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I gather, Mr. Moore, 
are making a possible distinction between 
proper and Greater Johnstown. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I didn’t want it to appear at 
time in the future of record that Mr. Geis says that he 
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in the City of Johnstown when somebody would show that 
he happened to live in some suburb, and I am just trying 
to get from the witness what he intended, what he 

8645 meant as Johnstown when he said he lives in Johns¬ 
town. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s ask him then, there will 
be no question about it. 

The Witness: I am not positive of just where he does 
live. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When you said in Johnstown, to 
what were you referring? A. I should say that a man who 
lived in Dale Boro lives in Johnstown, a man that lives in 
Ferndale lives in Johnstown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the corporate city and 
the environs? 

The Witness: The environs. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As people generally refer to 
the place? 

The Witness: I think people living in Dale Boro con¬ 
sider themselves Johnstowners. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) And w’hen you said that Mr. Mc- 

Eldownev was a citizen of Johnstown vou used Johnstow n 
• • 

in the same sense, did you? A. Exactly. 

Q. You include Westmont then in that same term 

“Johnstown”? A. I do. 

Q. Xow% I think there is a little confusion, at 

8646 least there is in my mind, with reference to the 
minutes of one meeting, with minutes of that meet¬ 
ing; were minutes kept of all the things that were done 
at that meeting? A. No. 

Q. You referred to minutes of what action? A. Of that 
one action wdiich authorized me to sign checks in Mr. Mar¬ 
tin’s absence. 

Q. Did you sign any checks in Mr. Martin’s absence? 
A. I believe I signed one. 

Q. Do you have anything else to do with the expenditures 
of moneys other than that one case? A. Nothing. 

Q. You spoke of Mr. McEldowmey as having an official 
position with Bethlehem Steel Company, w’hat do you mean 
by that? A. As having had an official position, he wasn’t 
connected in any way with Bethlehem Steel at the time to 
which I referred. 
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Q. That’s correct, my question was not properly phrased, 
but now I wanted to direct your attention to an official 
position and ask you what you mean by that, that he did 
hold an official position? A. I had not wanted to commit 
myself, I believe that he was a superintendent of either 
the Open Hearth or the Blast Furnace Department, but I 
am not positive. 

8647 Q. Well, did you or did you not mean that he held 
some elective position? A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that word? 

Mr. Moore: Some elective position, I mean elected by 
the Board of Directors or stockholders. 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further? 

Mr. Rose: One question. 

Recross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did the Mr. D. C. Thomas that 
have referred to attend any other meetings of the 
tive Committee of the Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Moore: He has answered that, I think, Mr. 
iner. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think he answered it, if he did I 
recall. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think he said in response to 
question by counsel for the Board that there was one 
there might have been two, if I remember correctly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Can you help us out? 

The Witness: I remember what I did say, I did 
limit it, I said he attended several meetings as an 

rather than as a member of the committee and 

8648 he withdrew from the committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You are talking about the 
ccutive Committee? A. The Executive Committee, 

Q. What do you mean by an observer? A. Well, 
wasn’t taking any official part in our proceedings, 
actions. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

8649 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Geis, before ^ou 
leave us, if you can look back over your testimony of 

this morning and, if you think of anything that you wotuld 
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care to add to any of the questions that were asked or pos¬ 
sibly make any changes in any of your testimony, you may 
do so, if you care to. 

The Witness: There is nothing that I remember, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, thank you very much. 

The Witness: Am I excused* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are excused. 

Mr. Moore: Thank you, Mr. Geis. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It will be 9:30 Monday morning 
at this same place. 

(Thereupon, at 2:10 o’clock p. m., February 3, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned until 9:30 o’clock a. m., February 
7, 1938.) 


8653 ‘‘Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170” 
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Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Monday, February 7, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 9:30 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., 
(Washington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the 
National Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravat)), 
de Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, 
New York, N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Re¬ 
spondents. 
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8654 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Before proceeding, I wish to make one very brief a 1 - 
nouncement. Going through the record, I am somewhat 
amazed at the number of times that counsel requested that 
various statements and questions and answers be read back. 
I think it is very disturbing, particularly from the poiit 
of view of the witness who is trying to tell his story, where 
his attention is continually being diverted by these read¬ 
ings back and things of that kind. 

Now, counsel will simply have to concentrate and listen 
to what is going on because I want as few interruptions 
of that kind as we can possibly have. In the previous 
hearing room at the Central High School, I realize that it 
was difficult at times to hear all that was said, but 1 thijik 
that difficulty has been eliminated and I wish counsel world 
refrain as much as possible from these interruptions by w iv 
of having testimony or questions or answers read back. 

There will, of course, be times where it is essential, but 
I want those times to be as few as possible. 

You may call your next witness, Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Geis, will you take the stand, 

8655 please ? 

Frank E. Geis a witness called bv and on behalf of the 

•> 

Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined ajul 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you give your full name to the 
reporter? A. Frank R. Geis. 

Q. Where do you reside ? A. 414 Orchard Street, South- 
mont. 

Q. Are you a native of Johnstown? A. I was born in 
Johnstown, sir, I was born within fifty feet of the store, 
been there all my life. 

Q. Within fifty feet of the store where you are now in 
business? A. Yes. 

Q. And on what street is that? A. That is on Clinton 
Street, sir, in fact, 1 have lived here all my life, that is ^11 
I know, Johnstown. 
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Q. You are a brother of Carl Geis? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who has already testified in this case? A. Yes, sir. 
He is mv elder brother. 

Q. Do you know when the strike among the employees of 
the Bethlehem Steel Company at the Cambria Plant 
S656 took place? A. My impression is that it began on 
the 11th of June at eleven o’clock in the evening, or 
at least that was the general strike. 

Q. Well, now, you say your impression— A. Yes, well, 
I am certain of it. 

Q. You know that? A. Yes, I know that for a certainty. 
Q. Were you here at that time? A. I was, sir. 

Q. Were you here in Johnstown during the balance of 
June ? A. All of June until, 1 believe, about the 30th or the 
first of July, when I left for the Chicago Furniture Market. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Chicago what? 

The Witness: The Chicago Furniture Market, I go to the 
market periodically. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) After the strike began on June 11th— 
which was what day of the week— A. It was on a Fridav, 
sir. 

Q. Friday? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. —did you visit any of the gates of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company? A. Yes, sir. 

8657 Q. Here at Cambria? A. Yes, sir; on the night of 
Friday, June 11th, close to the time that the strike 

began; in other words, close to the time of the change of 
shift in the mill. My brother and I walked up Clinton 
Street toward the Gautier Gate. There was a very large 
crown of people, the sidewalks were crowded. 

8658 Q. Your brother being Frank Geis ? A. My brother? 
Q. I mean Carl Geis? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you have more than one brother ? A. I have three 
brothers, yes, sir. 

Q. Do your other two live here in town—Johnstown ? A. 
Yes, sir, and I have a sister, she lives in New York. 

Q. Now, will you tell us what you saw and heard that 
Friday night? A. Well, I didn't stay there very long and 
I remember— 

Q. When you say “there”—excuse me for interrupting— 
at the Gautier Gate? A. Close to the Gautier Gate, you see 
that is right up in the end of Clinton Street, the sidewalks 
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were crowded and the streets were also crowded, and t|he 


clearing a path for traffic. 

Q. You mean the path in the street ? A. In the street 
itself, sir, yes, sir. 

Q.Well, can you tell me a little bit— A. 1 remember 
somebody saying, “My God, he has got guts.” That is i;he 
only recollection I have. 

8659 Q. Well, can you describe a little bit more spe¬ 
cifically what he was doing? A. He was apparently 

trying to keep traffic moving because, remember, that is a 
main thoroughfare, Clinton Street runs into Center Street, 
and that is a main thoroughfare, and the traffic was abso¬ 
lutely blocked, there were a lot of curious people there, of 
course. 

Q. That is in the street, the street was blocked as well as 
the sidewalk? A. As well as the sidewalk, the sidewalk 
was thoroughly blocked, it was impossible to move through 
the sidewalk. 

Q. Were there any men or women at the gates? A. 
There was a crowd there, everywhere, as I explained, yes, 
sir. 

Q. Well, was there any lane through into the plant at all; 
A. There wasn’t much of a lane, if there was any lane, 
there was a terrific crowd. 

Q. How wide would ym say the lane was, if there was a 
lane into the plant so that men going in and out could have 
access? A. Well, it would be difficult for a man to get 
through if there was a lane there. 

Q. Did you see Mayor Shields in any way interfering 
with the picketing? A. No, as I say I saw him walk- 

8660 ing along and saying, 44 Keep the street open.” lie 
was waving his hands and he had no weapon or ;■any¬ 
thing like that, he was asking to keep the street open. 

Q. Did you know anybody in the crowd ? A. Oh, I— 

Q. Aside from the Mayor ? A. I did know a great many 
people, naturally, living in Johnstown as long as I have, 
but I don’t have any particular recollection of seeing any¬ 
body in particular, 1 saw some policemen there, and I know 
practically all the policemen, a good many of them, at lcjast. 
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Q. Is your business such as to bring you in contact with 
the workmen ? A. Very actively, yes, sir, that is where we 
do our business, or the majority of our business. 

Q. Did you talk with any of the men that night at the 
Gautier Gate! A. I talked, I am naturally of a curious 
turn of mind, I have been very actively interested in all 
kinds of community problems, right now I am working on 
flood control, I am working on annexation and, in fact, my 
other two brothers and I, we want to see Johnstown made 
a greater or a metropolitan district. I hope to sec West¬ 
mont and Scutlnnont where I reside a part of the City of 
Johnstown proper. As a matter of fact, we have 

8661 been in everything, the family has been, from the 
time my grandfather settled here, everybody has 

been at work with the idea of building up the community 
in which we live. I have four children growing up and I 
want them to take an active part in the community itself. 

So when the strike came on I made it my business to ask, 
I would see a man that I thought was a workman or looked 
like a workman and some that I recognized, I wxmld say, 
“Do you want to strike?” 

“No.” 

Q. That was the answer? A. “No” was the answer, yes. 
As a matter of fact I spent practically no time in the busi¬ 
ness from Saturday morning on. I walked up and down 
the street, “Do you want to strike?” 

“No.” 

“Do you want to strike?” 

I found one man that said “Yes.” That was in front of 
Wurtz’s drug store in Clinton Street. He had a CIO but¬ 
ton on at the time, but it got to be practically a hundred 
per cent, answer, “No,” no, they didn’t want to strike. 

Q. Well now, did you talk to a good many men? A. I 
probably talked to 350 or 400 men. 

8662 Q. Over what period of time? A. Over a period, 
say, from Friday night to Monday or Tuesday, dur¬ 
ing all that time, sir, after going to the gates on this Friday 
night I wasn’t near any of the gates, I was circulating 
around the main streets of the town, as I told you, I wasn’t 
in the business. I wanted to find out what the pulse of the 
community was, what they wanted. 
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Q. Well now, did you see or learn through reports abbut 
what was going on at any of the gates or elsewhere during 
the strike 1 ? A. Oh, naturally, sir, I heard a great deal about 
violence having broken out and the newspapers carried ac¬ 
counts of violence having broken out. 

Q. Do the street cars pass your place of business? A. 
Yes, they pass, the Franklin cars pass, and I saw, inciden¬ 
tally, I saw street cars with broken windows, yes, at tfiat 
time. 

8663 Q. Well, now, that was Friday night. Is there 
anything else about Saturday? As I understand 
you, you devoted pretty much all day Saturday to going 
about the street? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you didn’t spend much time in your place of busi¬ 
ness? A. And Monday particularly, the same thing, sirj 

Q. Now, before we get to Monday—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. —will you refer to Sunday? A. Yes. 

Q. Tell us whether anything happened in connection with 
the strike so far as you were concerned that day ? A. So far 
as I was concerned? 

Q. That is Sunday, June 13th? A. Well, I wasn’t ac¬ 
tively concerned in anything, I understand there was a Le¬ 
gion meeting on Sunday evening, but that was down at the 
Legion Home and I did not take part in that, sir. 

Q. Arc you a member of the Legion? A. Yes, sir, I 
wasn’t on the Executive Committee, I believe that was an 
Executive Committee meeting, but 1 am not certain. 

Q. Did you make any investigation as to what went 
S664 on at that Sunday evening meeting, the Executive 
Committee meeting to which you referred? I 
talked to Louis Sheehan, the Post Commander. 

Q. How do you spell that? A. S-h-e-e-h-a-n. 

Q. And his first name? A. Louis. 

Q. L-o-u-i-s? A. I think it is spelled L-o-u-i-s. 

Q. He is the Commander of the Legion? A. He is the 
Commander of the Legion Post and, as T understand it, 
what they decided on— 

Q. Well, will you just tell us what he told you? A. Yes, 
well, that is what he told me, they decided that in case the 
violence kept on at the rate at which it was going, that the 
Legion, if necessary, would tender to the Mayor the ser¬ 
vices of Legion members to man the firehouses, thereby re- 


i 
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leasing the firemen for police duty. You see, at this time 
the violence was bad, the State Police, I believe, were al¬ 
ready in town and it was the feeling of the Legionnaires 
that the State authorities were not holding up their end 
of it and that it might be necessary for the Legion to step 
in, you see, under the Constitution of the Legion you are 
pledged to maintain law and order. 

8665 Incidentally, in connection with this offer, I be¬ 
lieve the Mayor made some announcement about so 

many Legionnaires being available to go on the picket 
lines. That was not the offer, sir, the offer was to man the 
fire houses and to release the firemen for police duty. 

8666 Q. Do you know whether any request had been 
made by the Mayor of the Legion? A. That I can¬ 
not tell. There probably had been, because Councilman 
Fulton Connor was a very active Legionnaire, so they may 
have made some request. You see, the police force at the 
time,—and I think I am correct in my figures—was 58 men, 
three shifts. Now, figure it out, seven or eight gates to 
take care of, to cover. 

Q. Do you know, can you give us any idea as to about 
how many men there would have been released from the 
firehouses if the offer had been accepted? A. I don’t know, 
I can give you a general idea, there were probably between 
70 and 80 members of the Fire Department, if that is what 
you want to know. I think I am pretty accurate on that 
score. 

Q. Well now, did the papers on Monday morning carry 
any report of that Legion meeting, do you know? A. I 
don’t remember, sir, whether it was on Monday morning or 
whether it appeared in Tuesday paper, but that can be 
checked up, the paper is here, available. The offer was 
made now, and I—the Mayor brought it in in connection 
with some statement of his, that is where I remember read¬ 
ing about it. You see, at the same time they later sched¬ 
uled a general Legion meeting, and that follows i+, 

8667 that follows this Executive Committee meeting. I 
attended that meeting. 

Q. You attended—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. —the general meeting on Sunday evening? A. No, 
no, this was not on Sunday, the general meeting was on 
Wednesday. 
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Q. Oh, yes. A. The following Wednesday. I don’t w|ant 
to get ahead of my chronological order, if I can avoid it 
here, because this is difficult to remember, and I want to 
give it to you consecutively. 

Q. All right. Now then, will you refer to Monday, June 
14th ? A. Yes. 

Q. And tell us what if anything occurred on that day in 
so far as you were concerned? A. Well— 

Q. Describe it. A. Well, 1 told you about walking up and 
down the streets and questioning people. I did that, a|s I 
told vou, constantlv. Late Mondav afternoon Lawreince 
Campbell called me from his office and told me there wotild 
be a meeting at the Elks Home that evening in connection 
with the strike situation, and asked me to be there, and I 
told him I would. So, 1 got down there at 7:30, I 

8668 think it was somewhere near eight o’clock, before we 
finally got under way. There were probably 50 oi 60 

men there, and at that meeting Francis Martin was elected 
chairman, and I don’t know whether Lawrence Campbell 
was appointed or elected, but he was made secretary of the 
organization. I remember—this isn’t so vivid as certain 
other things that I remember—but I remember generally 
that Hv Andrews spoke, that Mayor Shields made a short 
speech, in which the sum and substance of which was that 
he was going to maintain law and order, he was charged 
witli that responsibility, he was going to do the best he 
could, he asked us all to help him on that phase of it. 

I think Mr. Evans of Bethlehem Steel was there and he 
was asked whether they intended to keep the plant running 
and he answered that as far as they possibly could, they 
intended to. They appointed a publicity—they called it a 
Publicity Committee, it wasn’t that—but they appointed a 
Publicity Committee to call on Dave Watkins and get some 
assurance from him that this violence would die 

8669 down. 

I think Rabbi Granowitz was appointed Chairman 
and Reverend Nicely was on there. I don’t—I believe Bert 
Custer was on there, I don’t remember—Custer, A. M., we 
call him “Bert”, Albert is his first name. 

Q. Yrell, now, do you remember anything else about that 
meeting? A. I remember my brother was called on the 
telephone and he left early, because I was sitting right 
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alongside there. I remember Reverend Stanton left early. 
I remember PIv Andrews talking about how unjust it was 
that, after we just gone through a flood, that they would 
pick on Johnstown to hold the strike in. 

Q. Was anything said about any future action to be 
taken? A. Oh, yes, yes, it was definitely decided to have a 
mass meeting later on, and a day was set for Friday. 

Q. Friday of that week? A. Friday of that week. Now, 
Monday, let's see, Friday was the 11th, that would be Fri¬ 
day, the 18th. 

Q. 18th? A. That is right, yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, you were talking about Monday? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Did anything happen on Tuesday, so far as you were 
concerned in connection with the strike, if you re- 
8670 member? A. That is kind of faint, sir, Tuesday. 

Q. Well, let’s take Wednesday, then, if you don’t 
remember anything about Tuesday, that is Wednesday, 
June 16th? A. Yes, Wednesday, I remember clearly, that 
was the Legion meeting, surely. 

Q. Well, would you tell us about that? A. All right, I 
never saw such a meeting. My golly, they all couldn’t hold 
them. Talk about interest, we never had a turnout like 
that. And, as I explained to you, the statement that, or 
the offer that Louis Sheehan had made to the Mayor, and 
the Mayor had accidentally misquoted it to the extent that 
the Legionnaires would be called on the picket lines, as I 
explained, that wasn’t the offer, but anyway, well, Walter 
Kress, a former Johnstowner, who was State Commander, 
he isn't this year, he was, he was elected at the, was elected 
at the time of the Johnstown Convention, or before, T don’t 
remember, but he was State Commander at that time. 

Q. Plow do you spell his last name? A. K-r-e-s-s. Pie 
was here, the Chairman of the State Legislative Commit¬ 
tee, attended the meeting. Mayor Adams, I think he holds 
the, or held the post of Chairman of the Law and Order 
Committee. Pie attended. We had a lot of them there, and 
the meeting was short, because I think they were 
S671 afraid of the possibilities or the potentialities of the 
thing. They called it to order and explained the 
purpose, or the Constitution of the Legion, what it pro- 
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vidcd. They informed us what the offer had been, i;hat 
Louis Sheehan had made. 

As a matter of fact, the meeting’ was rigged so that not 
too much would break off. I think they were terribly afraid 
of the potentialities there. 

Q. You say “they” advised us—who? A. I am talking 

from the standpoint of the State officials of the Legion, 

ves. 

%• 

Q. Well, now, you spoke about Major Adams as being the 
head of the Law and Order Committee. A. Of the Legion. 

Q. Was that of the State organization? A. Of the State 
organization. I think that is the post he held at the ti me. 
Well, anyway, as I said, there was some explanation of . 
that kind, and then 1 remember Ludwig Tross— 

Q. How do you spell his first name? A. Ludwig, L-u-d- 
w-i-g. He arose and presented a resolution to commend 
Louis Sheehan for the stand that he had taken, and the 
otfer that he had made to- the Mayor. This commendation 
to be because it exemplified the principles and the Consti¬ 
tution of the Legion. 1 remember there was a pause for a 
moment or two and then I got up and I seconded the mo¬ 
tion, and the motion was carried, sir. 

8672 Q. Well now, you say the stand that he had taken 
and the offer that he had made. Do you refer to the 
offer that he had made— A. Made to man to firehouses, if 

necessary. 

* 

Q. —and the stand that lie had takenA. With respect 
lo the maintenance of law and order, sir, yes, sir. 

Q. Go ahead, will you? A. Yes, Major Adams gave a 
short speech and T remember him saying specifically, “You 
gentlemen need not worry, we have enough men and we 
can handle any emergency. We have enough men here 
and we can draw on more, if necessary.” In other words, 
he said to us in so many words, that our services woulq not 
be necessary. 

Q. When he said, “We have enough men”, what did he 
refer to? A. The State Police force, sir. 

Q. Now. go ahead. Is there anything else that he said? 
A. Well, shortly thereafter, the meeting adjourned am}, in¬ 
cidentally, before it adjourned, they adopted a Very 
guarded general statement which had been previously pre¬ 
pared and which the group voted to authorize the Sftate 
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Commander to put in the newspapers, and that appeared in 
the newspapers of the following day, sir. But anyway, as 
I say it was very short and when the meeting was 
867'* over, 1 know a group of us went up to Major Adams 
and we didn’t let him alone. 

Q. Now, let me interrupt you just a moment. A. Yes. 

Q. Who was Major Adams in so far as the organization 
of the State here was concerned. You have told us that he 
was— A. Yes, he was head of the State Police in Johns¬ 
town District, and head of the entire State Police Force at 
that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean in Pennsylvania? 

% 

The Witness: In Pennsylvania, yes. As I say, we didn’t 
let him alone. The feelings were apparently very deep on 
the part of the individuals that were there, because he was 
told that he apparently was using “wraps” on his State 
policemen,—the term “wraps” in reference to the race 
horse, that is not let out. They accused him of at least at 
the very part, of not doing his duty. They said, “ Your 
State policemen stood there with their arms folded and 
men were beaten up in front of them,” and they said, “But 
somebody has gotten a change of heart, because now they 
are starting to do a job.” 

Now, this was on Wednesday. He was non-committal, 
but I think the thing got under his skin, because after ten 
or fifteen minutes of it, why, the group gradually dis- 
8674 integrated and I was rather vehement, I backed him 
up into a corner and I said to him, “You can’t kid 
me. Somebody lias been tying your hand. I know that 
there has been complaints from the State policemen them¬ 
selves, that they haven’t been permitted to do their duty.” 

Well, he looked at me,—incidentally, before I go any fur¬ 
ther, I want to say this in deference to Major Adams: this 
was not said to me in confidence, there was simply one re¬ 
quest made, “Don’t say anything about this for a little 
while.” 

Now, since Major Adams has since resigned from the 
State Police Force, I feel that I am at liberty to say this, 
because the man is a gentleman, he is an honest official, who 
tried to do his duty as he sees it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you tell us what he 
said. 
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The Witness: Yes, sir. So, anyway, he said, “|T am 
sick over this situation, they have been tying my haitids.” 

He said, “When I came to Johnstown I knew that if this 
strike didn’t succeed, I would be the goat.” 

He said, “It is only a question of time before I am ioing 
to be out.” 

He said something else to the effect that he believed mere 
were still people in this country that were interested in 
constitutional government. That is the general sub- 

8675 stance of what he told us. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did he say or did you other¬ 
wise learn— A. Wait a minute, wait a minute, he I said 
something else. I kidded him. I said, “You have 200 State 
policemen in town.” 

He said, “We don’t have anywhere near 200 men/’ he 
said, “We don’t need that many men.” 

Q. Now, were you about the gates, or can you tell us Nvhat 
the situation was with reference to violence at that time? 
A. I understand that. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what the witness understands, 
Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: All right. 

Then, I read, sir, that the violence had died down by that 
time. I had been told by individuals that it had died down 
by that time. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you remember anyone who told 
you that, do you remember the name of anybody? I 
wouldn’t remember—yes, I know Lawrence Campbell told 
me, because he was, he was actively going around all the 
time, yes. I remember Frank Jordan of the Democrat tell¬ 
ing me. 

Q. You spoke of a Mr. Campbell, I didn’t— A. Lawrqnce 
Campbell. 

8676 Trial Examiner Bloom: Lawrence. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Lawrence Campbell? A. Yes, 

he has been mentioned before. 

Q. Yes, I didn’t understand his first name, I didn’t kqow 
but what there was a nickname there, or something of the 
sort. A. No. 

Q. Well now, then, if that is all you remember with refer¬ 
ence to that Wednesday evening meeting— A. Yes. 
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Q. —will you go on to Thursday. A. I testified before 
that at this Monday meeting at the Elks Home, it had been 
decided to hold a meeting on Friday a mass meeting. How¬ 
ever, the Executive Committee had figured that that was 
too long a time, and so the meeting was moved up to Thurs¬ 
day. It was scheduled at the Central High School at eight 
o’clock. 

Q. Were you a member of the Executive Committee? A. 
I was not, sir. 

Q. Did you attend any of the meetings? A. Not the ex¬ 
ecutive meetings, no, or not certainly, I may have blundered 
in to one or two, but I certainly wasn’t there as a member 
of the Executive Committee. 

Q. You didn’t take any part in the action of that com¬ 
mittee? A. No, no, I wasn’t there, I simply wasn’t 
8G77 a member of that committee, sir. Well, anyway, on 
Thursday, I went over to Lawrence Campbell’s office 
and spoke with him and I said, “You have got your pro¬ 
gram set up for tonight?” 

He said, “Yes.” 

I said, “Have you any resolutions prepared?” 

And he said, “No.” 

So, I said, “If you don’t object, I will prepare the reso¬ 
lutions.” 

So I sat down and prepared a general type of resolution 
or resolutions, rather. I don’t have a copy of them, but 
they had something about the preservation of the right to 
work and the preservation of the sanctity of the home, I 
remember those two phrases as occurring in the resolu¬ 
tions. 

Well, anyway, then I was scheduled to deliver the reso¬ 
lutions at the Thursday evening meeting, so my wife and 
I drove down to the meeting, which was held at the Central 
High School. We parked our car in the back against the 
alley side. There is a sort of an alley in back of the high 
school and we parked there. We walked down through 
that little sort of tunnel and inside in one of the side doors 
into the meeting place. 

Q. Will you go ahead and tell us? A. Yes. 

Q. What you saw and what you heard? A. It was 
8678 rather warm there, so I walked out, leaving my wife 
sitting in the auditorium there, and I walked out the 
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door where the main steps come up from in front of the 
bridge there. There is a series of steps, and while I was 
out there I met Frank Jordan of the Johnstown Democrat, 
who was reporting the strike situation, and he and I stopd 
there talking. 

I remember that while we were there talking some in¬ 
dividuals, maybe a dozen of them, came up and said. “We 
have no tickets for this meeting.’’ 

I said, 44 Go on in, it is open, go on in.” 

And they went in. Incidentally, I had no ticket, I walked 
in the side door and my wife walked in, no word was sa: d. 

Q. Did you observe others going in besides these that you 
mentioned without tickets? A. Oh, yes, a great many. 

Q. Did you see anyone have tickets? A. Oh, yes, yes] I 
had had some tickets and distributed them myself, and I 
was out of tickets, so I just walked in. I didn’t know the 
man, there was a man at the door, I didn’t know him^ I 
walked right in. 

Q. Well now then, go right ahead and tell us— A. Yes. 

Q. —what you saw and heard at the meeting. A. 
8679 Well, anyway, Francis Martin opened the meeting. 

Now, I am just trying to think. I probably won’t ^et 
the entire group that were on the stand. Francis Margin 
was there. Congressman Hoffman, Hv Andrews, Mayjor 
Shields, I believe Councilman Fulton Connor, and E. F.j— 
Ed McGinley "was sitting next to me, and I believe Rever¬ 
end Stanton was there, and I believe Nicely, I am not cer¬ 
tain of those last two, but there was quite a crowd on the 


stage. 


8680 Q. Were you on the stage, too? A. I was on le 
stage, yes, sir, yes, sir. Well, anyway, the meeting 
was opened, Francis Martin spoke first, shortly, about the 
maintenance of law and order. Incidentally, it was called 
as a law and order meeting. The title specifically said, 
“Law and Order Meeting.” Well, anyway, I don’t remem¬ 
ber the order with which they spoke, in which they spoke, 
but Congressman Hoffman took a long time. Golly, the 
audience got restive and he spoke about what had been 
done up in Michigan, different points in Michigan with 
reference to the strike situation, and then he went intq a 
long dissertation to connect up certain members or certain 
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leaders of the C. I. 0. with Communism. That was the gen¬ 
eral status of his speech. 

And Hv Andrews spoke rather lengthy and he developed 
very much the things that he had spoken about at the Mon¬ 
day meeting at the Elks, that is, he told us that he had defi¬ 
nitely had an understanding with David Watkins of the 
C. I. 0., they wouldn’t call a strike in Johnstown, or if they 
did call a strike in Johnstown, it would be called simulta¬ 
neously with strikes in other Bethlehem Steel Plants. He 
said that very specific. 

And, he told us how he had always thought about the 
cause of labor over a long period of time. I remem- 
8081 ber him speaking about attending labor meetings in 
some of these company coal towns where they 
wouldn’t dare to get into the town, but had to go out in the 
woods somewhere to hold their meetings. 

But, following his speech,—yes, then I don’t remember 
that order—either he spoke first or Hoffman spoke first, 
but anyway, Mayor Shields followed, and the first words he 
said were, "The strike is over.” 

So, I had these resolutions in my pocket. Now, I have 
felt all along that Congressman Hoffman with his speech 
about Communism, was missing the point and— 

Mr.. Shawe: Just a minute. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, if I may interrupt, I object 
to what the witness felt. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. Go ahead. 

The Witness: I am trying to emphasize the state of 
mind certain fellow’s had. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all right, go right ahead. 

The Witness: Thank you. I felt, as I said, that they 
had missed the point, here one man talked about Commu¬ 
nism, another one talked about w’hat he had done with the 
unions, for the union, but I felt they w T ere—I felt there wras 
one basic principle that had been neglected or ig- 
8682 nored, and that here Danny Shields makes the state¬ 
ment that the strike is over, and I felt that this 
strike was too, too important a thing to be over that quickly. 
I couldn’t see how it could possibly end as quickly as that. 

So that when he made that statement, I pulled out my 
resolutions and on the back of the resolutions while I was 



